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against him, and who is not afforded an oppor- 
tunity of speaking for himself. It is the private 
character of the Commissioner which | propose to 
vindicate, and, by the blessing of God, 1 shall be 
able to do so. 

As regards this initial point, 1 shall beg my 
friends, who are so anxious to pursue this inves- 
tigation, not to force on a discussion at this mo- 
ment, when no one is prepared to take part in it, 
or to say what is right or what is wrong. The 
Senator from Texas {Mr. Rus«] has his opinion; 
I have mine; but [ am not prepared to vindicate 
that opinion to-day. I merely say this for the 
purpose of begging my friends to withhold an ex- 
pression on one point, and let us get through the 
discussion on some others. 

I think that the suggestion of the Senator from 
Texas, |[Mr. Rusx,} relative to the printing of the 
papers, is a good one. Let a special committee 
be appointed to select such papers as it is ascer- 
tained apply to the charges against the Commis- 
sioner; also, such papers as relate to the charges 
against others; for let us recollect that the charges 
laid before us are not made against one man alone. 


Let all the papers referring to these charges, and | 


connected with the boundary line, and the initial 
point on the Rio Grande, be selected and printed. 
There are many papers which it would be folly to 
think of printing; for, even if they were printed, 
they would not be worth the paper upon which 
they were printed. 

I concur in the suggestion made by the Senator 
from Texas, [Mr. Rusx,] for the appointment of 
a select committee, to whose care the selection of 
the documents for publication may be left. 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair will take oc- 
casion to say that the discussion with regard to 
the initial point of the boundary line is not now 
under consideration. It is simply a question of 
reference to a committee. 

Mr. PEARCE. Ido not wish to say anything 
on the subject of referring this matter either to the 
Committee on Printing or to a select committee. 
I did not hear the remarks of the Senator from 
California, [Mr. Wetter,] but if 1 understood 
he remarks of the Senator from Pennsylvania, 
[Mr. Coorer,]some suspicion had been expressed 
by the former named Senator that the Secretary 
of the Interior had withheld these papers with a 
special design. It is tothat point I wish to speak. 
I have before me a communication from the late 
chief clerk in the Department of the Interior, to 
the Secretary of that Department. In this com- 
munication he says, that when the call was made 
it was his duty to prepare these papers and send 
them to the Senate, and that the instructions of the 
Secretary of the Interior to him were to have them 
prepared with all possible dispatch. He further 
says, that the force in the Department not being 
sufficient, it was necessary to obtain clerks else- 
where; that two clerks were transferred from the 
Census Bureau, and that part of the time three 
clerks were employed. After they had made 
copies of the papers which were supposed to be 
necessary, it was considered essential that these 
copies should be compared with the original docu- 
ments. The communication to which I have re- 
ferred further says, that these clerks devoted to 
the work of revision and correction all the time 
that could be spared from other duties which im- 
peratively required their attention, being frequent 
engaged upon it tilla late hour of the night. 
also goes on to say: 4 


*¢ After the comparison and the correction of errors, and 
the supplying and copying of such papers as had escaped 
attention at first, it was necessary to arrange all these pa- 
perse—an immense mass—in intelligible order; a work 


which required an intimate knowledge of their contents, and | 


much intelligence and skill, and, of course, to be intrusted 
to one clerk only. It will be remembered, also, that the 
records of the Department on the subject are embraced ina 
bound volume, and fill many pages folio. But one clerk at 
a time could be employed upon this, and that fact occa- 
sioned sume delay after the other papers were prepared. 

** This statement will show some of the causes of the de- 


lay complained of. The resolution might have been re- | 


sponded to sooner, if you had seen proper to pursue one of 
these two courses, viz: either by taking the regular clerks 
of the office from their regular duties, and thus practically 
putting a stop to the operations of the Department; or, 2d, 
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by employing a large number of extra temporary clerks, 
who would not have done the work so well, but would 
have done it—a proceeding not looked upon with much fa 
vor by Congress, and which the contingent fund at your 
disposal would not very well bear.” 

That, I believe, is a fair explanation. It is evi- 
dent that the Secretary of the Interior could not be 
perpetually engaged in supervising the work of 
the copying clerks. He gives his orders, and re 
iterates these orders, from timeto time. That lh 
has done; and, having done that, | think he is ex- 
onerated from all complaint on the subject. 

Mr. WELLER. Mr. President, 1 know that 
much of what the honorable Senator from Mary 
land has stated in regard to the Secretary Is true; 
because upon more than one occasion upon which 
1 have been at the Department, I have heard him 
tell his chief clerk that he must increase his force 
to get this report sent to the Senate. But as far 
back as the 10th of June, I received a letter from 
the Secretary in which he informed me that the 
papers would be sent in in a very few days; that 
they were then comparing them. I had called 
myself at the Department some four or five times, 
in regard to the answer to this call, and was con- 
stantly imploring the Secretary to increase the 
force, in order that we might have the answer in 
time to haveit printed. Notwithstanding all this, 
it has been delayed. Whether it was the inten 
tion of the Secretary to prevent its publication at 
this session or not, [ do not undertake to say. 
There is no man connected with the administra- 
tion of public affairs here for whom personally | 
entertain a higher opinion than the head of the 
Department of the Interior. I would 
to impugn his integrity. But there are persons 
connected with that Department who were also 
connected with it under the administration of a 
late ex-Senator, [Mr. Ewing,] and I confess | do 
not entertain as high an opinion of them as I do 
of the head of the Department. There may be 
some gentlemen connected with that Department 
now who were engaged in the performance of du- 
ties there when certain letters were suppressed by 
the then head of the Department for the purpose 
of injuring me. If there be any fault on the 
part of the Secretary of the Interior, it has been, 
in my judgment, because he did not give his 
personal attention to the subject, although entreat- 
ed by me on several occasions to give it. He 
knew I had no confidence in some of his subor- 
dinates. That is what I have to say; and I still 
think the resolution could have been answered 
much sooner, and under different circumstances 
would have been answered much sooner. I hope 
1 am now understood. An answer to the resolu- 
tion was necessary to the vindication of my own 
reputation against infamous charges made upon 
this floor; and for this reason I may have shown 
more than a usual degree of anxiety. 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair will have to 
interpose again, and remind Senators that the 
question is simply on referring the communication 
to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. WELLER. In answer to the suggestion 
made in regard to the appointment of the select 
committee, if it is thought advisable by any con- 
siderable portion of the Senate, I will not interpose 
any objection to it. I will not make the motion 
myself, because I do not desire to be placed on the 
committee, and under the parliamentary rule | 
might subject myself to be put on it if I should 
make the motion. I hope, therefore, my friend 
from Texas will introduce it in the form of a 
proposition toamend my motion. I would accept 
it as an amendment to my proposition. 

The PRESIDENT. The proposition is to 
refer the communication to the Committee on 
Printing. 

Mr.GWIN. I move, as an amendment, to re- 
fer the subject to a select committee. 

The PRESIDENT. That motion is not in 
order. The question must first be taken on the 
proposition to refer to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. WELLER, I withdraw my motion. 

Mr. GWIN. I move that the communication 
be referred to a select committee of five, to be ap- 
pointed by the Chair. 
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fice and Post Roads, to which was referred the peti- 
tion of the administrator of Isaac L. Battle, sub- 
mitted a report, accompanied by a bill for his relief; 
which was read and passed to the second reading. 
The report was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. GEYER, from the Committee on Pensions, 
to which were referred the bills from the House of 
Representatives, for the relief of Catherine Clarke, 
and for therelief of David Murphy, reported them 
back without amendment, 

He also, from the same committee, to which 
was referred the memorial of Sarah Crandall, 
praying a pension, submitted a report, accompa- 
nied by a bill for her relief; which was read and 
passed to the second reading. ‘The report was 
ordered to be printed, 

He also, from the same committee, to which 
was referred a joint resolution relating to pensions, 
reported back the same with an amendment. 

Mr. HUNTER, from the Committee on Fi- 
nance, to which was referred the bill from the 
House of Representatives making appropriation 
for the current and contingent expenses of the In- 
dian department, for fulfilling treaty stipulations 
with various Indian tribes for the year ending 
June 30, 1853, reported back the same with sun- | 
dry amendments. 

Mr. UPHAM, from the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, to which was referred the 
memorial of John R. Jefferson, praying compensa- 
tion for carrying the mail, and damages for the 
annulment of his contract, submitted a report, ac- 
companied by a bill for his relief; which was read 
and passed to the second reading. The report 
was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MALLORY, from the Committeeon Naval 
Affairs, to which was referred the memorial of 
Van Rensseluer Morgan, praying to be allowed 
compensation for his traveling expenses while re- 
turning from the Sandwich Islands, by order of the 
Navy Department, submitted a report, accompa- 
nied by a bill for his relief; which was read and 
passed to the second reading. ‘The report was 
ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to which 
was referred the memorial of citizens of Pensa- 
cola, praying that measures may be taken for the 
construction of a ship-of-war at that navy-yard, 
and that it be prepared for the construction, equip- 
ment, and repair of all classes of vessels-of-war, 
submitted a report on the subject; which was 
ordered to be printed. 


GEORGE R. C. FLOYD. 


Mr. GWIN. I am instructed by the Commit- 
tee on Finance to report back the joint resolution | 
for the relief of George R. C. Floyd, late Secretary | 
of Wisconsin Territory, and sureties, and offer a 
substitute to the joint resolution. Inasmuch as it | 
is a matter which has been adjudicated before by 
the Senate—as it merely refers the accounts to the 
proper office for adjustment—I ask for its consid- 
eration now. I presume there will be no objection 
to it. 

No objection was made, and the Senate pro- 
ceeded, as in Committee of the W hole, to consider 
the joint resolution. The amendment of the 
committee is, to strike out all after the resolving 
clause, and insert the following: 


“That the proper accounting officers of the Treasury 
Department be authorized and directed to settle the accounts 
of George R. C. Floyd, late Secretary of Wisconsin Terri- 
tory, upon principles of equity and justice. *’ 

The amendment was agreed to. The bill was 
reported to the Senate as amended; the amend- 
ment was concurred in, and the bill was ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading. 


SETTLERS ON THE CENTRAL RAILROAD, ETC. 

Mr. SHIELDS. I move to postpone all prior 
orders, for the purpose of taking up House bill | 
entitled ‘* An act to protect actual gettlers upon 
‘the land on the line of the Central Railroad and 
‘branches by granting preémption rights there- 
‘to.”? My reason for making this motion is, that 
it is a bill of such a nature that unless it passes 
within a few days, it will be of no avail to the 
persons whom it is intended to benefit. 

Mr. GWIN. [hope the Senator will withdraw 
his motion to allow me to offer a resolution. 

Mr. DODGE, of Iowa. I will suggest to the 
Senator from California that it will take buta 
short time to act upon the bill. The necessity for 
its passage is great. 


Mr. SHIELDS. The parties intended to be | 
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benefited by the bill are preémptors on the line of 


the railroad, and they will lose their little improve- 
ments unless it passes within a few days. Itis only 
intended to enable them to enter the land at $2 50 
per acre, the Government price. The lands are 
to be sold, and they will get into the hands of 
speculators unless this bill shall pass in a few 
days. That is the only reason for asking the 
Senate to take itup now. It will be of no avail 
in two or three days. 

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate pro- 
ceeded, as in Committee of the Whole, to consider 
the bill. It was reported from the Committee on 
Public Lands with an amendment to strike out all 
after the enacting clause, and insert the following: 

‘*'That each and every person now an actual settler and 
occupant, and who, on the 20th day of September, im the 
year of our Lord 1850, bad made such an actual settlement 
and improvement as would have entitled him to aright of 
preémption under the act of September 4th, 1841, but for 
iis failure to give the requisite notice under that law, orto 
file proof within due time, on any tract of land now owned 
by the United States, and situated within the limits reserved 


| from sale by order of the Government, because of the grant 


of aiternate sections to the States of Illinois, Mississippi, 
and Alabaina in aid of the construction of the Chicago and 
Mobile railroad and branches, by virtue of an act of Con- 
gress approved September 20th, 1850, entitled ‘An act 
granting the right of way and making a grant of land to the 
States of Iinois, Mississippi, and Alabama in aid of the 
construction of a railroad from Chicago to Mobile,’ shall 
have the right to purchase, at the price established by law 
in regulating the sales of said lands, a quantity of the tract 
so settled on and improved, not less than forty nor more 
than one hundred and sixty acres, in legal subdivisions, on 


which said improvements may be situated: Provided, That | 
| any person claiming the right to purchase under this act 


shall, before the actual offering of the tract at public sale, 


file with the register of the proper land vuffice a notice de- 


scribing the land by its numbers, and make the necessary 
proot, affidavit, and payment for the land, within twelve 
months from the date of this act: And provided further, 
That the right of way upon and across any tract of land 
claimed under the provisions of this act, vot exceeding two 


hundred feet in width, shail be reserved and retained for | 
the said railroad and branches, as the same may be located | 


and constructed.’ 


The amendment was agreed to. The bill was 
reported to the Senate as amended; the amend- 
ment was concurred in, and ordered to be en- 
crossed, and the bill was ordered to be read a 
third ume. 


BILL INTRODUCED. 


Mr. DODGE, of lowa, by unanimous consent, | 


asked and obtained leave to introduce a bill to 


provide for the correction of errors in the location | 
of military bounty land warrants, and entry of | 


lands; which was read a first and second time by 


its title, and referred to the Committee on Public | 


Lands. 
JAMES C. WATSON. 


Mr. CHARLTON. I desire to ask the unan- 


| imous consent of the Senate to take up the bill for 


the relief of the legal representatives of James C. 
Watson, of Georgia. I will explain, in a few 


| words, why I make that request of the Senate at 


this time. 


is absolutely necessary, may be detained from the 
Senate by unavoidable circumstances for many 
days after this. 
courtesy to him, that this matter may be taken up 
at this time, to enable him to leave the Senate 
Chamber to attend to duties which are more press- 
ing upon him, a knowledge of which, perhaps, is 
familiar to most of the Senators present. I move 
to postpone all prior orders, for the purpose of 
taking up that bill. 


Mr. HUNTER. 


I regret very much, but I am 


constrained by a sense of duty to insist upon taking | 


up the Indian appropriation bill. 1 think, after 


having sent a resolution back to the House of | 
Representatives proposing to adjourn on the 3lst | 


of August, we ought to take care to transact the 


business as fast as they send it to us, especially | 


the general appropriation bills. The Indian ap- 
propriation bill was reported this morning, and I 


hope the Senate will take it up, and consider it in | 
) Other gentlemen | 
have special subjects which they wish te have || 


preference to other subjects. 


considered, and if we begin with this, I do not 
know where it will end. I presume the Senator 


can have his bill taken up on next private bill day. | 
I I certainly have every dispo- | 
sition to treat my friend from Georgia with every | 
courtesy, but the bill which he seeks to take up | 


Mr. SUMNER. 


out of its course is a private bill. Naturally, 


therefore, it should come up on Friday. But there | 


is another circumstance on account of which I 


\| between this country and Mexico. 


My colleague, [Mr. Dawson,] whose | 
presence on the occasion of the debate on the bill | 


I ask, therefore, as an act of | 
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| may certainly appeal to the courtesy of the Senate. 
Itis known to all that the Senator from Ohio {Mr. 
Cuase} has expressed an intention to discuss the 
bill. Itis within my personal knowledge that he 
has made elaborate preparation for that diseussion, 
Now, itso happens that this very day he has leftthe 
city to be absent some days; and his last request 
to me, as he left, was to appeal to the Senate to 
have that bill, if it should be brought forward, put 
aside until his return. On that ground, as a cour- 
tesy to the absent Senator, and as this is a private 
bill, and therefore does not properly come up with 
eur public bills, | must join with the Senator from 
Virgmia, and ask that it may not be considered 
to-lay. 

Mr. CLARKE. Mr. President, I certainly do 
not wish to interfere with the desires of any mem- 
ber of the Senate, with regard to the order of busi- 
ness that should be taken ap. I have no inclina- 
tion to interfere with the wishes of the henorable 
Senator from Georgia, but, sir, after the explana- 

| tion made by the honorable Senator from Massa- 
| chusetts, it would be hardly courteous to the 
Senator from Ohio to take up the bill named by 
the Senator from Georgia, in his absence, inas- 
/ much as he has prepared himself for its discus- 
sion. But, incidentally, in this discussion upon 
the motion of the honorable Senator from Geor- 
gia, my friend from Virginia [Mr. Hunter} has 
| intimated his wish—and his wishes are almost 
alwayslaw with us—that the Indian appropriation 
bill should be taken up for consideration by the 
Senate. Now, | submit in opposition to that in- 
cidental suggestion, and in opposition to the mo- 
| tion of the Senator from Georgia, that there already 
has been in this Chamber a discussion upon a res- 
olution that was introduced by the honorable Sen- 
ator from California, [Mr. ELLER,}] in relation 
to certain charges that were made against the 
Commissioner to run and mark the boundary line 
The Senate 
will recollect that that discussion, so far as it pro- 
ceeded, was entirely of a violent and personal 
character. It falls to my lot to undertake to de- 
fend an absent man, and so far as the limited ma- 
terials within my possession have enabled me, [ 
am ready to enter upon that defense now, and I 
certainly will ask the Senate not to supersede, by 
| any new subject, the consideration of the regular 
| order, which was expected to come up to-day, 
but that the motion of the Senator from Georgia, 
and the suggestion of the honorable Senator from 
Virginia, may not prevail, and that I may be al- 
|| lowed to go on with my remarks, following the 
|| honorable Senator from California. 
| Mr. WELLER. I desire to know whether I 
| understood the Senator aright. Did hecharge me 
| with having made a violent personal attack on the 
| present Commissioner? 
| Mr. CLARKE. | said that the discussion, as 
'| presented by the honorable Senator, was of a vio- 
| lent and personal character. I believe that was 
the expression, but I retract the word ‘* violent.’” 
It was only personal. I meant nothing offensive. 
} 
} 
\ 





Mr. WELLER. It was not personal so far as 
the Commissioner was concerned. 

Mr. CLARKE. The Senator will allow me to 
explain that I meant no discourtesy to him, and 
I ask him now, in advance, not to get angry with 
one who does not intend to offend him, or any- 
body else, any further than in the line of duty pre- 
scribed as a Senator on this floor. So far as that 
|| goes | shall do my duty. But I would observe 
that, in the remarks made by the honorable Sen- 
ator upon his resolution, he referred to a former 
Senator upon this floor. With that, except as an 
incidental thing, I have little to do; but in those 
remarks there were charges preferred by him—for 
the first time they ever came to my knowledge— 
against the Commissioner. It was to these charges 
that I referred as being of a personal character. 
I retract the word ** violent,’’ and beg the Senator 
not to think that I meant anything discourteous. 

The PRESIDENT. The question is on post- 
poning the prior orders for the purpose of taking 
| up the bill named by the Senator from Georgia. 

Mr. RUSK. It seems to be a matter of cour- 
tesy all round. A motion is made by the honor- 
able Senator from Georgia to take up, as a matter 
of courtesy to his colleague, the bill which he has 
named. The honorable Senator from Massachu- 
setts desires, as a matter of courtesy to the Sen- 
ator from Ohio, that it should be postponed until 
‘| he has an opportunity to come back and discuss 


} 
| 


} 
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it. As | understand the Senator from Rhode 
Island, he desires that he shall have his rights, by 
going on with another discussion. Now, sir, I 
have to choose between these three gentlemen to 
whom If should extend courtesy. 

Mr. DAWSON. If my friend will allow me, 
I will ask my colleague to withdraw his motion. 

Mr. RUSK. I hope the Senator will not do so. 
The bill was once up, and would have been dis- 
cussed and passed, but the honorable Senator’s 
politeness then withdrew the motion in order to 
give the Senator from Ohio an opportunity to in- 
vestigate it. I know something of this bill, and 
it is clearly just,legal,and right. [tis for money 
paid by General Watson years ago, which is now 
owing to hisheirs. { know the question which is 
desired to be raised by the honorable Senator from 
Ohio. He desires to raise a question where, in 
fact, none can be raised, and to fasten to the bill a 
question as to the right of property in slaves. | 
have examined the facts in the case. The whole 
claim arises, to be sure, in relation to some slaves 
that were captured from the Seminole Indians. 
Under an order of one of the officers of the Gov- 
ernment they were to be turned over to the Creeks. 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair will be under 
the necessity of saying that the bill is not under 
consideration. 

Mr.RUSK. I will then confine my remarks to 
this. The question is, whether this motion shall 
not prevail out of courtesy to the Senator from 
Ohio. Now, | know the claim to be a just one. I 
feel sure that it does not involve the questions 
supposed. I know the condition of the honorable 
Senator from Georgia to be that which must be 


extremely embarrassing. He has a son at the | 
point of death. This bill has been delayed and | 


delayed; and one day in its order, when we were 
upon privaie bills, it was, as a matter of cour- 


tesy, postponed. And now that Senator has to | 


choose between going to the bedside of his sick 
and dying son, or extending his courtesy, and not 


discharging his duty to his friends and constit- | 


uents. Under such cireumstances, I hope the Sen- 
ate will take up and dispose of the hill. 

Mr. BUTLER. I have received a communi- 
cation from oneof the parties interested in this 
bill, insisting that it shall not be taken up in the 
absence of the Senator from Alabama, [Mr. CLem- 
ENs,] who is not now present. I am not acquainted 
with the merits of the bill. I have no reason 


to believe but that it 1s just; but there is some | 


difference among the parties as to the propriety 
of taking it up now, which | do not understand. 
But I am requested to state this much to the Sen- 
ate, that one of the parties is desirous of having 
the Senator from Alabama present when it is con- 
sidered. 

Mr. SUMNER. I would take the liberty of 
correcting my friend from Texas, so far as he has 
undertaken to state what the honorable Senator 
from Onio would say, if he were here to discuss 
this question. I understand thatthe Senator from 
Ohio has made an elaborate examination of the 
facts and documents in the case. He is desirous 
of presenting his conclusions on that examination, 
to the Senate. This case is one which has been 
some ten or twelve years before Congress, and 
now for the first time has reached this body; and 
when a Senator has set himself apart and made 
that preparation for an examination, may he not 


expect that the bill will, at least, take its regular | 


ae on the Calendar as a private bill, and then 
e called up, and he have an opportunity to 


present the results of his examination to the | 
Senate? I think it is not claiming too much for | 


that absent Senator—after he has made his prepar- 
ation, when he has authorized me to make that 
known to the Senate—to ask this indulgence. 


Mr. RUSK. I know this indulgence was once _ 


extended to the Senator from Ohio. [am not dis- 


osed to be wanting in courtesy to anybody; but | 


know this case. I have investigated the matter. 
My moral perceptions may be wrong; but I do 
not think I have seen a stronger case of justice 
presented before the Senate. I know very well 
that the honorable Senator from Ohio did request 


the Senator from Georgia to postpone it on a fermer | 


day; and now, under the circumstances, it is a 
question whether or not we shall indulge the Sen- 
ator from Ohio, as a matter of courtesy to him, in 
raising an abstract question, or indulge the Senator 
from Georgia, who is called away from the Senate 
by an afflicting circumstance. 
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Mr. WALKER. ‘The last remark of the Sen- 
ator from Texas does not seem to present the case 
properly. My friend from Massachusetts, but an 
instant before, denied that the object of the Sena- 
tor from Ohio was to raise a mere abstract ques- 
tion here. He assured us that the object of that 
honorable Senator was to present an argument 
upon the facts of the case. | know nothing at all 
about this claim. If any Senator has investigated 
it, and can elucidate it upon the facts, I shal! be 
glad, for one, to hear him. I regret exceedingly 
not to extend any courtesy whatever which m Vv 
be asked, to the Senator from Georgia, under the 
circumstances; but we havea request that this case 
may not be taken up to-day, on account of another 
Senator, (Mr. CLemens,} whoisalsoabsent. This 
being the state of things; it beine desired by the 
Senator from Ohio to give an argument upon the 
facts, not upon an abstract question; and the Sen- 
ator from Alabama desiring to submit another ar- 
gument, | suppose, or at least to be present, I 
think we had better not take up the bill now, out 
of its order, when it is not private bill day. 

Mr. CHARLTON. [| am sorry that | cannot 
accede to the request of my colleague to withdraw 
my motion. I recollect to have read in an old 
play ofa man who madeup his mind that he would 
never again do another courteous act as long as 
he lived. If l weremy colleague, [ would make up 
my mind not to do another courteous act during my 
life, if this request should be refused. When the 
case was called up betore, the Senator from Ohio 
requested that it might be postponed, siating that 
he desired to make some remarks upon tt. My 
colleague, with his usual courtesy, acquiesced. 
He was ready, and able, and willing at that time 
to debate the whole question, and present it thor- 
oughly and accurately tothe Senate. [It was sim- 
ply through his courtesy to the Senator from Ohio 
that it was postponed. How ig,he situated now ? 
Here is a solemn duty which he is called upon to 
perform. Whether he shall not have another 
more solemn duty to perform, is a question I hate 


to entertain, but which he may have to entertain. | 


Now, between these two courtesies, between these 
duties, can the Senate hesitate fora moment? The 
Senator from Ohio has had ample time to prepare 
himself. He is not called away, as far as we 
know, by any extraordinary circumstance. My 
colleague has prepared himself for the case; and 
his presence is indispenably necessary to the safe 
and effectual vindication of the claim just as it is. 
| ask the Senate if they will hesitate between these 
two different courtesies? Iam as ready to hear 
the Senator from Ohio upon the abstract question 
of slavery, which we are just as ready to meet as 
any other question involved in this case; but the 
Senate have intelligence and information enough 
before them to act upon the case without the Sen- 
ator from Ohio; and I ask, under the circum- 
stances, that the Senate will take upthe bill as an 
act of courtesy, and an act of justice to my col- 
league. 
in reference to the absence of the Senator from 
' Alabama, | have only to say, that his absence— 
although perhaps it may be important to have him 
here—cannot affect the merits of thecase. There 
may be a question, after the Senate shall have 
passed this bill, which of two legal representatives 
shall be entitled to the money. With that ques- 
tion the Senate has nothing todo. It will be re- 
ferred to the proper Department to pay the money 
to the legal representatives of James C. Watson; 
but that 1s a question which is not at all to be agi- 
tated here. All the Senate have do is with the 
abstract justice of the claim, and now | make an 
earnest, and I hope, effectual appeal to the Senate, 
to relieve my colleague from the unfortunate pre- 
dicament in which he is placed—placed, too, by 
his courtesy to the Senator from Ohio. 1 hope, 
therefore, the Senate will agree to take up the bill 
and pass it. 

Mr. WADE. My colleague [Mr. Cuase] has 
left the city for to-day, not supposing that this 
|| bill would come up out of its regular order, it 
being a private bill. He has been guilty of no 
| negligence in preparing himself on the question, 
as | know. He expected it would come up on the 
last private bill day, and was then ready to meet 
it. Itis not true that he has been negligent in 
preparing himself; he is prepared, and was pre- 
| pared then. But the bill was passed by, the Sen- 

ate being occupied with other matters. He went 
|| away, believing that it would not come up again 
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until next private bill day, and had not antici- 
pated at all any movement to take it up out of its 
regular order. | know that he thinks ita very 
important bill, and believes that the claim is not 
well founded, not on account of any abstract prin- 
ciple that | know of. I have understood from 
him, that it depended on a great variety of facts, 
and investigation of documents of considera le 
magnitude, requiring consi’erable labor to go 
l know he has come 
to a conelnston directly opposite to that which the 
Senator from Texas thinks is very clear. Hehas 
eae h mself, he has inve stivale d the « ase, and 


1e wishes to state to the Senate the result of his 


through their investigation 


He did not anticipate any move 
mentto take it up out of its order. Were he 
here to-day, he would be ready to discuss it, for 


he did in good faith proceed to inform himself of 


investivation, 


the facts, and he immediately prepared himself for 
the discussion. I think, out of courtesy to him, 
the bill should not be taken up to-d 1 think 
in justice to all, that we may understand it, it 
should not be taken un. 

Mr. CLARKE. I had designed—and my pa- 
pers are before me—to go on to-day; but after the 
appen! which has been made by the Senator from 
Georgia, [Mr. Cuartron,] and the particular crr- 
cumstances under which that appeal has been 
made, | withdraw all clam | may have upon the 
courtesy of the Senate to proceed to-day, and will 


’ 


vote for the motion of the honorable Senator from 
Georgia. 

Mr. DAWSON. I trust! mav be permitted to 
suggest to my colleague to withdraw his motion 
until to-morrow, and let the Senator from Rhode 
Island go on this morning. 

Mr. CLARKE. It makes but little difference 
to me whether | proceed to-day or to-morrow. I 
have the evidence before me; tt is nearly ail either 
written or printed. I have very little myself to 
Sav, except to submit the evidence. : 

Mr. CASS. AstheSenator from Rhode Island 
is perfectly willing to postpone his remarks, it cer 
tainly appears to me that the appeal, presented by 
the Senator from Georgia, is such as to justify the 
Senate in going on with the bill which he has 
moved to take up 

Mr. Cuariton’s motion was agreed to, and the 
Senate proceed: d to consider the bill as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

It proposes to direct tl e Treasurer of the Unite d 
States to pay to the legal representatives of General 
James C. Watson, late of the State of Georgia, 
deceased, 414,600, with six per cent. interest per 
annum, from May 8th, 183k, til! paid, being the 
amount paid by him, under the sanction of the 
Indian agent, to certain Creek warriors, for slaves 
captured by sad warriors while they were in the 
service of the United States acainst the Seminole 
Indians in Florida. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read a 
third time, and passed. 


COMMITTEE ON ENROLLED BILLS. 

Mr. JONES, of lowa. I move that the Presi- 
dent of the Senate appoint an additional member 
of the Committee on Enrolled Bills, as one of the 
members of that committee is now absent on ac- 
count of indisposition. 

The motion was agreed to, and Mr. Cuaruton 
was appointed. 

NOTICE OF A RESOLUTION. 

Mr. TOUCEY gave notice of his intention to 
introduce a joint resolution, transferring from the 
office of the Attorney General to the Solicitor of 
the Treasury the duty of examining titles to lands 
proposed to be purchased or taken by the United 
States for custom-houses and other public pur- 
poses. 


THE BOUNDARY COMMISSIONER. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
resolution, submitted by Mr. Wetter on the 28th 
of June, proposing the appointment of a select 
committee of five to investigate the charges pre- 
ferred by Colonel J. McClellan, of the Corps of 
Topographical Engineers, against J. R. Bartlett, 
Commissioner to run and mark the boundary line 
between the United States and Mexico. 

Mr. CLARKE addressed the Senate for some 
time in defense of the official conduct of Com- 
missioner Bartlett, but, without concluding, gave 
way— 

And the Senate adjourned. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Mownnay, July 26, 1851. 
The House met at eleven o’clock, a. m 
The Journal of Saturday was read and approved 
‘he SPEAKER. Reports are in order from 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Tennessee. I ask the unan- 
imous consent of the House to take up the resolu- 
tion fixing the day of adjournment. 

{Cries of ** Agreed !’’ ‘* Agreed !”’ all over the 
House. } 

Mr. OLDS. Agreed, if it does not come out 
of the morning hour. 

Mr. HARRIS. I will then propose to take up 
the resolution before proceeding to the execution 
of the business of the morning hour. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I object to taking up the 
resolution previous to the morming hour. 

The SPEAKER. It is objected to, and the 
resolution cannot be taken up until after the ex- 
piration of the morning hour, 

Mr. OLDS. I would inquire if there is not 
some unfinished business pending before the 
House for the morning hour? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed by 
the Clerk that there is not. Reports are now in 
order from the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

Mr. OLDS, from the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, reported the following res- 
oluuuon: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of this House be directed to 
pay to Nathan Rathburn, at the sume rate of compensation 
that other clerks of the House are paid, from the first day 
of January, 1851, to the 4th day of March, 1851, for ser 


vices as clerk of the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 


Mr. OLDS. I send to the Chair a letter directed 
to the chairman of the present committee, from 
the chairman of the same committee during the 
last Congress, which I desire to have read. 

The letter was then read, as follows: 


WasHINGTON, 7th May, 1852. 

Dean Sin: Mr. Nathan Rathburn was employed as 
clerk of the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads, 
of the House of Representatives, Thirty-first Congress, 
from the first of January. 1851, to the close of the session. 
The committee reported a post route bill, an unusual thing 
at a short session, which made it indispensable to employ 
a clerk. Very respectfally, 

E. D. POTTER, late Chairman 


Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. | 


Hon. E. B. O.ps, Chatrman, ¥c. 


Mr. OLDS. I have only a word to say in re- 
lation to that resolution, At the last short session 
of Congress, there were so many petitions for 
post offices and post roads, which is a very un- 
usual thing, that it became necessary to report a 
bill in reference thereto. The chairman of the 
committee being engaged in other duties, as mem- 
bers of the House generally are during a short 
session, and in attending to the sittings of the 
House, had not the time to attend to the drawing 
up of that bill, and he employed a clerk for the 
time named in that resolution—that is, from some 
time in January to the close of the session in 
March. All I have to say is, that the House have 
the power to pay the clerk employed by that com- 
mittee. If they do not do it, the chairman of 
that committee will have to pay him out of his 
own pocket. 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon the 
adoption of the resolution. 

Mr. STANLY. I wish to know of the gentle- 
man from Ohio, [Mr. Oxps,] if his predecessor, 
the chairman of that committee, did not ask per- 
mission of the House to employ a clerk, and the 
House refused to grant it? 1 do not wish to cbject 
to this small matter, but I do not want to set a 
bad example, by allowing a committee todo what 
the House forbids. My recollection is, that the 
gentleman asked authority to employ a clerk, and 
the House refused it. If so, it is improper for us 
to pars this resolution. 

Mr. OLDS. The gentleman is mistaken in 
supposing that the chairman of the committee 
acted in opposition to the wishes of the House. 
He employed this clerk with the expectation that 
he would have to pay him out of his own funds. 
I am aware that there was no resolution of Con- 
gress authorizing the employment of a clerk by 
that committee. Now, it is a question simply 
whether Congress will pay that clerk, or whether 
the chairman of the committee shall do it? 

Mr. STANLY. The gentleman has not an- 
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swered my question. My question was: Didnot 
the House refuse to authorize the employment of 
a cierkK f 

Mr. OLDS. I have already stated that I sup- 
pose there was no authority trom the House for 
the employment of a clerk; but the chairman of 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads 
found it absolutely necessary to have a clerk, and 
if the House does not pay for the services of that 
clerk, the chairman will be obliged to pay it him- 
self, 

Mr. STANLY. Did not the House refuse? 
That is the question. 

Mr. GENTRY. It seems to me that this prin- 
ciple is involved in the proposition now before the 
House—namely, whether the House will confer 
indiscriminately upon all of its committees the dis- 
cretion of employing clerks whenever they choose 
without its authority? If we adopt the principle 
of paying when they employ a clerk without the 
authority of Congress, we may expect every com- 
mittee to employ a clerk, and the House be called 
upon to pay them. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Georgia. I wish to ask 
the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Oxps,] why his 
predecessor did not ask for authority to employ a 
clerk, if a clerk was necessary ? 

Mr. OLDS. Iam informed by the gentleman 
from North Carolina [Mr. Stanvy] that the com- 
mittee did do so, but the House retused. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. In what position is this 
question before the House? 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon the 
passage of the resolution. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I regret that any question 
has been made about this matter; but, as it has 
been made, I think the House had better settle the 
principle right. I remember, that in the last Con- 
gress, there were repeated applications from several 
committees for clerks, and the House refused its 
consent. Now, we understand that the chairman 
of the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads thought proper to employ a clerk, and he 
did so, according to my recollection, upon a dis- 
unct refusal of the House to pay him. I do not 
think, therefore, that there is any principle which 
will justify us inpaying him. I would rather give 
ten mes the sum for some other object. 

I hope the House of Representatives will not 
allow itself to be trifled with in this way. I have 
known repeated instances, in my experience, of 
this kind, when attempts have been made to get 
clerks, but more frequently in the executive branch 
of the Government, where we have refused ex- 
pressly to allow them, and where, notwithstanding 
they were employed, we have been called upon 
to pay them. There are several instances now, 
which I hope will come up during the discussion 
of the appropriation bills, where it will be found 
that executive officers have asked for appro- 
priations of money for particular purposes, such 
as the building of houses, offices, or something 
else, which were refused, but where they have gone 
on to spend the money notwithstanding. Now, 
with what propriety can we refuse to pay any debts 
they choose to contract if we allow this system to 
goon here? This is a small matter, I admit, but 
the chairman of the committee, whoever he was, 
thought fit to employ this clerk, and I think he 
ought to pay him. We haveall to employclerks. 
1 do, and every member has to for our private 
business, and without them we cannot get along 
with our public and private business both. I hope 
the House will reject this application. I move to 
lay the resolution upon the table. 

Mr. OLDS. I hope the gentleman will with- 
draw his motion, to allow me to say a word. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I withdraw it. 


Mr. OLDS. I wish to say, in relation to this 


matter, that this applicant stands in precisely the 
same condition as the Secretary of War in asking 
appropriation for the deficiency bill. Congress 
had refused appropriations for purposes asked in 
that bill, but the War Department went on and 
made the expenditures. But here is a poor man, 
with his wife and children depending upon his 


daily labor for their subsistence. He has given | 


his services for sixty days to the country—services 
Seen necessary to be rendered—and he asks 
pay for those sixty days at the usual rate of com- 
pensation, and this 
refuses to pay him, and yet gives $3,000,000 to t 

War Department, in the deficiency bill. I told this 
applicant that although I believed his claim a just 
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one, it was too small a one for the House of Rep- 
resentatives to pass, but if he could come and ask 
for half a million, as for the Collins line, he could 
get it. 

~ Mr. CLINGMAN. I wishto ask thegentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. Oxps] if he did not oppose the 
deficiency bill upon thatground? That is my rec- 
ollection. 

Mr. OLDS. I did, and ask the gentleman if he 
did not vote for it? 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I willstate this distinction 
between the two cases. There is this important 
distinction: The expenditures in this deficiency 
bill were generally of a character authorized by 
law. Weare bound by law to maintain our Army 
and Navy, and Congress said they could be main- 
tained at a less rate than the Secretary thought 
they could be, and the House has become satisfied 
that a larger sum than was appropriated was ne- 
cessary to do what the law required should be 
done. But we have no law authorizing the em- 
ployment of theseclerks. If we had such a law, 
and had voted a certain sum of money which was 
found insufficient, then there would bea similarity 
in the two cases. 

Mr. HART. I move to lay the resolution on 
the table. 

Mr. OLDS demanded the yeas and nays; which 
were ordered. 

The question was then taken upon the motion 
tu lay the resolution upon the table, and it was 
decided in the negative—yeas 61, nays 72; as fol- 
lows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Allison, John Appleton, 
William Appleton, Barrere, Beale, Bibighaus, John H. 
Boyd, Bragg, Brenton, George H. Brown, Burrows, Cald 
well, Chastain, Cleveland, Clingman, Cobb, Daniel, John 
G. Davis, Duncan, Eastman, Faulkner, Ficktin, Gaylord, 
Gentry, Grey, Hamilton, Harper, Isham G. Harris, Hart, 
Hebard, Hendricks, Houston, John W. Howe, James John- 
son, George G. King, Preston Kiag, Letcher, Martin, Mill- 
son, Miner, Molony, Henry D. Moore, Morehead, Murphy, 
Samuel W. Parker, Penniman, Perkins, Ross, Smart, 
Stanly, Benjamin Stanton, Taylor, Thurston, Tuck, Wat- 
kins, Welch, Addison White, Wilcox, and Wildrick—61. 

NAYS—Messrs. Aiken, Ashe, Bissell, Albert G. Brown, 
Busby, E. Carrington Cabell, Joseph Cable, Thompson 
Campbell, Cartter, Chandler, Chapman, Clark, Dawson, 
Dimmick, Disney, Doty, Durkee, Edmundson, Florence, 
Fowler, Freeman, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Giddings, Green, 
Sampson W. Harris, Henn, Hibbard, Howard, Thomas M. 
Howe, Thomas Y. How, Jackson, John Johnson, Rubert 
W. Jolinson, Kurtz, Lockhart, Mace, Mann, Humphrey 
Marshall, McNair, Murray, Nabers, Newton, Olds, Peas- 
lee, Penn, Polk, Porter, Powell, Price, Richardson, Rob- 
bins, Robie, Schermerhorn, Scurry, David L. Seymour, 
Origen S. Seymour, Skelton, Abraham P. Stephens, Thad- 
deus Stevens, St. Martin, Stratton, Strother, Stuart, Suth- 
erland, Townshend, Walsh, Ward, Washburn, Alexander 
White, Williams, and Yates—72. 

Mr. OLDS. I move the previous question. 

The House was divided on seconding the pre- 
vious question, and there were 75 in the affirma- 
tive, and 30 in the negative; no quorum voting. 

Mr. ROBBINS. lI ask that the House may be 
divided by tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Futcer, of 
Maine, and CuanpLer appointed. 

Mr. OLDS. If there be no objection, I will 
withdraw the call for the previous question. 

No objection was made, and the call was with- 
drawn. 

The SPEAKER. The question is now upon 
the adoption of the resolution, upon which tellers 
have been ordered. The same gentlemen will act 
as tellers. 

The question was then taken, and the tellers 
reported—ayes 79, noes 43. 

So the resolution was adopted. 

Mr. OLDS moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the resolution was adopted, and to lay the 
motion to reconsider upon the table; which leak 
motion was agreed to. 

CORNELIUS COVERT. 

Mr. STUART. 1 move to reconsider the vote 
by which the House referred the bill for the relief 
of Cornelius Covert to the Committee of the 
Whole. I stated the contents of that bill to the 
House, and the gentleman from Massachusetts 
{[Mr. Fow ter] also stated that the committee had 
examined it with great care. It is simply to cor- 
rect an error in a contract. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that 
the bill is in the hands of the printer, in compli- 
ance with the order of the House. The gentle- 

_man’s motion may be submitted for consideration 
and postponed. 

Mr. STUART. I will then submit the motion, 

' and give notice that I will call it up. 
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman can call it up | 

at any time in the morning hour. Reports from 

the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads 

are now in order. 

POSTAGE ON THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 
Mr. OLDS. _ I aminstructed by the Committee 


on the Post Office and Post Roads to report the 


following joint resolution: 
Joint resolution providing for the distribution of the laws of 
Congress and the debates thereon 

With a view to the cheap circulation of the laws of Con- 
gress and the debates contributing to the true interpretation 
thereof, and to make free the communication between the 
representative and constituent bodies : 

Resolved by the Senate and Houseof Representatives of 
the United States of America in Congress assembled, That 
from and afterthe present session of Congress the Congres- 
sional Giobe and Appendix, which contain the laws and the 
debates thereon, shall pass free through the mails so long 
as the same shall be published by order of Congress : Pro 
vided, That nothing herein shall be construed to authorize 
the circulation of the Daily Globe free of postage. 

The resolution was read a first and second time. 

Mr. OLDS. I ask that the resolution may be 
put upon its passage. It is not necessary that I 
should explain it, as its object, | presume, is under- 
stood by every member of the House. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time. 
The SPEAKER. 

reading? 

[Cries of ** Now!” ** Now!?’] 

Mr. DUNCAN. I wish to inquire of the chair- 
man of the committee whether these laws cannot 
be now distributed free by the frank of the Clerk? 

Mr.OLDS. There is no doubt but what mem- 
bers of Congress have the right to frank the Con- 
gressional Globe. 
gress and is, therefore, a public document. It is 
the only publication which does any justice to this 
House before the country. The proceedings of 


When shall it have a third 


both the Senate and House of Representatives | 
are reported in the Congressional Globe; and the | 
country, by the circulation of that publication can 


understand precisely the relative importance of the 
two Houses, and precisely what is done in the two 
Houses; vut take, sir, the Union or National In- 
telligencer, and you find a full report of the pro- 


It is printed by order of Con- | 


ceedings of the Senate but a very meagre account | 
of the House proceedings, inasmuch as the House | 


pays nothing for the insertion of its proceedings 
in those two papers. 

A Memper. ‘These papers contain a wretched 
skeleton of the proceedings of the House. 

Mr.OLDS. Yes, sir, asa friend near me says, 
they are but wretched skeletons. Members of 
Congress have received communications from all 
portions of the country with regard to the unfair- 
ness with which the proceedings of this House 
are known or represented in the country. The 
people know nothing of what is going on here, 
and the only way they can know is by the circu- 
lation of the Congressional Globe. Mr. Rives 
does not propose to raise the price of the Globe 
atall. If it can be circulated free, without the 
frank of members of Congress, to subscribers, it 
will be taken into the country, and we shall be 
fairly represented. The Appendix to the Globe 
will hereafter contain all the laws passed at each 
session of Congress. Thus, we will not only 
give greater circulation in the country to the pro- 
ceedings of both Houses in an authentic form, 
but the laws themselves, which those debates and 
proceedings serve to illustrate and explain. 

Mr. DUNCAN. The object of the resolution, 
then, is that the subscribers of the Congressional 
Globe may receive it free of postage. 


‘ three days in its consideration. 


Mr. OLDS. Yes, sir; but not the Daily Globe. | 


Mr. DUNHAM. 


I certainly shall not vote for 
the resolution. 


While I am perfectly willing 


there shall be such a modification of the postage | 


law as shall put the Congressional Globe upon a 
footing with the other newspapers of the country, 


I can see no reason why it should be put upon a | 


more favorable one. 

Mr. OLDS. _ I have but a word to say in rela- 
tion to that. 
bill will becomealaw. We have no evidence of it 
atall. The Congressional Globe now goes through 
the mail as transient matter, and the postage upon 
it for a long session of Congressis more than nine 
dollars. 

Mr. DUNHAM. That was the very thing to 
which | was coming. I understood that point 
perfectly well. My ane to the resolution 
is this: while I am willing to take away the ob- 





We do not know the new postage | 
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jection to which the gentleman alluded, and to 


provide that the Congressional Globe shall go as 
a regular newspaper, I am not willing that it 
shall go free through the mails of the country. 
There is no more propriety in allowing this pab- 
lication that privilege than any other newspaper 
in the United States. The Globe is for the inform- 
ation of the people, and so is every other news- 
paper published in the country. It should be 
simply put upon a footing with other papers, and 
not privileged over that of others. If the gentle- 
man will so modify his resolution that the Con- 
gressional Globe shall pay the same rate of post- 
age as other newspapers, as if it were a regular 
and not an irregular publication, I will vote for it; 
but I will never give my vote that it shall go 
through the mails of the country free. 

Mr. CARTTER. I do not wish to discuss this 
proposition, but it occurs to me there is a good 
reason for distinguishing between this paper and 
others. The matter here proposed to be sent free 
of postage is exclusively Congressional, and in 
that particular unlike any other newspaper publi- 
cation; but | do not wish to discuss it. I think it 
ought to be passed, and with a view of facilita- 
ting that result, I call for the previous question. 

{Cries of ** That is right!’’ ‘* Thatis right!’’) 

The call for the previous question was seconded, 
and the main question was ordered to be put. 

The question was then taken, and the resolution 
was passed. 

Mr. CARTTER. I move to reconsider the 
vote by which the joint resolution was adopted, 
and that that motion be laid upon the table 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


POST ROUTE BILL. 


Mr.OLDS. Iam instructed by the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads to report ** a bill 
to establish certain post routes.”’ 

The bill was read a first and second time by its 
title. 

Mr. OLDS. I wish to say with reference to 
that bill that we have endeavored to make it satis- 
factory to all the members of the House. It is 
not necessary that the bill shall be read, as each 
member has examined it and ascertained that it 
contains what he desired. I therefore move to 
dispense with its reading, and that it be put upon 
its passage. It contains nothing but post routes. 

Mr. MACE. I have an amendment to offer. 

Mr. OLDS. I wish to say one word in regard 
to offering amendments to this bill. I gave notice 
in the House more than five weeks ago, and again 
about two weeks since, to members to have their 
post routes all before the committee, that they 
might be embodied in this bill when it came before 
the House, and to obviate the necessity of having 
the biil printed, or taking up the time of the House 
in submitting amendments. If it is now to be 
opened for amendments, we may spend two or 
Let the amend- 
ments go over to the short session, and Jet an- 
other post route bill be then reported. 

Mr. MACE. I will ask that my amendment 
be read. 

Mr. OLDS. I will make the suggestion that 
the bill go back to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, and gentlemen can then go 
to the committee room and see that their amend- 
ments are inserted. 

Mr. MACE. I withdraw my amendment. 

Mr. OLDS. I move thatthe bill be recommitted 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. 

Mr. COBB. A great many members have 
amendments to offer. I have no doubt that when 
it gets to the Senate it will be amended. I do 
not see why it should be recommitted to the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. HOUSTON. 
tion. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. Do I under- 
stand the previous question as being called ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has not heard the 
demand for the previous question. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I understand the motion is 
to recommit the bill. I called the previous ques- 
tion, with a view to have the bill recommitted, if 
it is possible, without any further discussion at 
all. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair must state that 
the call for the previous question was not heard at 
all. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Joun- 


I call for the previous ques- 


son] was recognized, and if he claims the floor is 
entitled to it. 

Mr. HOUSTON 

The SPEAKER 
gentleman. 

Mr. JOHNSON. lLunderstand the proposition 
ig to recommit the bill, or to putit upon its pas- 
sage under the operation of the previous question, 
without having it read Chere are a great many 
centlemen here interested in the establishment of 
ts, and it 


e through their distri 
seems to bea strange proposition to come forward 
nost routes all over 


I made the demand. 
The Chair did not hear the 


} 


post routes runnit 
with along bill establishing 
the country, and ask that it be put upon its pas 
sage without even having j nted orread. It is 
true that the chairman of the committee informed 
the House sometime ago that the bill wasin course 
of preparation, and called upon gentlemen to pre- 
sent to the committee their amendments 

Mr. HOUSTON. The proposition is to recom- 
mit the bill, for the purpose of allowing members 
to go down to the committee room, examine, and 
see if their routes are in the bill. My object was 
simply to accomplish that end, and get through 
with this matter. Il understand from the gentle- 
man who is at the head of the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads, that it has been usual, 
with a solitary exception, to pass this bill without 
printing, and the committee always allowed mem- 
bers to see whether their routes were in the bill 
That is the proposition now 

Mr. FOWLER. 


the Committee on the Pos 


1 desire that the chairman of 


t Office and Post Roads 
mav withdraw his motion to recommit, and that 
I think I can sat- 
isfy the House that there will beno injustice done. 
Every post route has been ca efully examined by 
the committee, and, I believe, in every single in- 
stance, the committee have referred to gentlemen 
in .this House who have entered petitions. All 
have been consulted already l believe it 
to pass the bill without reading it. I hope the 


we may pass this bill at once 


IS UBUAL 


centlieman will withdraw the motion to recommit 
Mr. JOHNSON. In this connection [ amsorry 
to inform one of the members of the committee 


that his information is incorrect I have had va- 
; 


rious petitions and applications forwarded to me, 


| and, under the rules of the House, | have referred 


them to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads, but I have never received any inform- 
ation from the chairman of any meeting of the 
committee, or as to whether any of the routes 
based upon these applications were emt raced in 
the bill or not. 

Mr. OLDS. Will the gentleman allow me to 
inform him that, unless he received notice that 
there was some dispute about his post routes, 
they have been embraced in the bill? 
where gentlemen have received no notice, their 
routes have gone in. 

Mr.JOHNSON. How dol know, in referring 
those petitions, that they ever reached the com- 
mittee? How do I know, or how do the members 
of this House know, that the Clerk, in making 
out and transcribing the bill, may not have omit- 
ted some post routes? How easy is it to commit 
mistakes? I cannot see any objection to 
ponement of the bill to a day certain, and having 
it printed, so that each member may examine it 
for himself, and ascertain whether his routes are 
embraced in the bill or not. To report a long bill 
without even having it read to the House, and to 
say that we must take it, nolens volens, upon the 
mere ipse dizit of the chairman—and this, too 
when we ascertain the fact that members who have 
referred petitions to the committee have not been 
ane, and do not know whether their routes 
are in the bill or not—is a most extraordinary pro- 
ceeding. And it seems,if you wish to getinform- 
ation, you must go in person to the committee, 
for the bill is not printed, as bills usually are, for 
the inspection of each member. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Tennessee. Has not the 
morning hour expired ? 

The SPEAKER. I: has. 

Mr. HARRIS. I ask that wetake up the res- 
olution fixing the time of adjournment of the 
present session of Congress. 

Mr. STANLY. 1! object. 

[Cries of ** Agreed !’’ ** Agreed!’” ** Agreed !’") 

Mr. HARRIS. Then | move to suspend the 
| rules for that purpose. 

* TheSPEAKER. There is a motion already 
pending to suspend the rules. The proposition 
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made by the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Fowxer] on last Monday, is the question pending 
at this time. 

Mr. FOWLER, I call for that question. 

Mr. HARRIS. Is the motion vending now to 
suspend the rules, the regular order? 

The SPEAKER. Itis. 

Mr. HARRIS. 1 call, then, for the regular 
order of business. 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. I havea res- 
olution which Lam directed to report from the 
Committee on Printing. 

The SPEAKER. It will not be in order, while 
a motion to suspend the rules is pending. 

BOOKS FOR NEW MEMBERS. 

Mr. FOWLER. 
the resolution which [ submitted. 

The resolution was then read, as follows: 

Resolved, Thatthe Clerk of the House of Representatives 
furnish and deliver to each of the members and Delegates 
of the House of the present Congress, who have not already 
received them, and pay for the same out of the contingent 
fund of the House, such books as have been furnished to the 
menbers of the Twenty-eighth, Twenty ninth, Thirteth, 
and Thirty-first Congresses: Provided, That this shall not 
authorize the reprinting of any of said hooks: and provided 
further, That no work thos authorized to be furnished shall 
be obtained or delivered by the Clerk, unless he shall be 
able to procure a sufficient unimber of copies thereof to fur 
nish a complete set to each member and Delegate entitled 
thereto, 

Mr. DUNCAN. 
I wish to offer. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution is not yet 
before the House. The question is upon suspend- 
ing the rules to admit it. 


The question was then taken, and it was decided 
in the affirmative. 

Se the rules were suspended. 

Mr. FOWLER. 
tion upon the passage of the resolution. 

Mr. DUNCAN. I wish to offer an amendment. 


























































































I have an amendment which 


the gentleman will withdraw it. 

Mr. FOWLER. No, sir. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be put. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, demanded the yeas 
and nays. 

Mr. DUNCAN demanded tellers on the yeas 


and CHANDLER were appointed, 
The House was then counted, and the tellers 
reported—ayes 32, noes 105. 
So the yeasand nays were ordered. 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. 


40th rule of the House shall be read. 
‘The Clerk read the 40th rule, as follows: 


which be is immediately and particularly interested.” 
Mr. FOWLER. 
Speaker if this rule debars any member from 
voting on this resolution? I think it does not. 
Mr. JOHNSON. 1 ask the gentleman if the 
rule does not exclade all members from voting 


is the law of this House. 
Mr. FOWLER. 
member to decide for himself. 
Mr. ALLISON. If it be the pleasure of the 


40th rule, 

Mr. FOWLER, 
been ordered, 

Mr. ALLISON. 
withdraw his demand for the previous question. 

Mr. FOWLER. It is not in my power to do 
80. 

The question was then taken upon the adoption 


ative—yeas 87, nays 47; as follows: 


Yu AS—Messrs. Aiken, John Appleton, William Apple- 
ion, Ashe, Barrere, Bibighaus, Bixsell, John H. Boyd, 
Brage, Briggs, Albert G. Brown, Burrows, E. Carrington 























a met 











ney, Doty, Eastman, Florence, Fewler, Freeman, Henry 
M. Fuller, Thomas J. 1. Fuller, Giddings, Goodenow, 



































: Mace, Mann, Humphrey Marshall, Martin, MeLanahan, 
MeMultlin, McNair, Miner, Henry 1). Moore, Morehead, 














ardson, Robbins, Robie, Sackett, Schermerhorn, School - 
eraft, Seurry, David L. Seymour, Origen S. Seymour, 
Smart, Smith, Richard H. Stanton, Abrahurn P. Stephens, 












1 will promise to renew the previous question, if | 


Before the | 
Clerk commences calling the roll, I desire that the | 


[ call for the question upon | 


| lay the motion to reconsider upon the table; which | 
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| Thaddeus Stevens, Stone, St. Martin, Sutherland, Taylor, 
Thorston, Townshend, Tack, Walsh, Weich, Wilcox, 
aud Yates—s7. 

NAYS—Mesers. Thomas H. Bayly, Bocock, Brenton, 
Brooks, Joseph Cable, Caldwell, Caskie, Churchweil, 
Ciark Clingman,Cobb,Curtis, Daniel, J. G. Davis, Duncan, 
Dunham, Edmundson, Ficklin, Floyd, Gaylord, Green, 
Hamilton, Harper, Ishain G. Harris, Sampson W. Harris, 


| Hendricks, Hibbard, Houston, Thomas Y. How, Hunter, | 


| Jackson, Andrew Johnson, George W. Jones, Preston 
King, MeQueen, Meade, Miltson, Outlaw, Penniman, 
Pheips, Rotinson, Savage, Skelton, Stanly, Benjamin 


Stanton, Wallace, Watkins, Addison White, and Wil- | 


drick—49. 
So the resolution was agreed to. 
Pending the calling of the roll, 


Mr. MOORE, of Louisiana, said, that as the | 
, question had been raised as to whether members | 
interested in the resolution had a right to vote, he | 


should decline voting. 


Mr. FOWLER moved to reconsider the vote | 


by which the resolution had been passed, and to 


|| latter motion was agreed to. 


j 
ii 


| 


I demand the previous ques- | 


and nays; which were ordered, and Messrs. Penn || 


** No member shall vote on any question in the event of | 


I desire to know from the | 


who are personally interested in this affair? That | 
That is a question for every | 
House, | should like to say a few words on the || 
resolution as | am interested in it, according to the || 
The previous question has | 


I hope the gentleman will 


i of the resolution, and it was decided in the affirm- | 


Cabell, Lewis D. Campbell. Thompson Campbell, Chand- 
ler, Chapman, Cleveland, Cullom, George T. Davis, Dis- 


Hart, Haven, Hebard, Hillyer, Horsford, Howard, John | 
+ W. Howe, James Johnsen, Robert W. Johnsen, J. Glancy || 
; Jones, George G. King, Kuhns, Kurtz, Landry, Letcher, | 


Murray, Newton, Peasiee, Penn. Polk, Powell, Price, Rich- || 


ADJOURNMENT OF CONGRESS. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Tennessee. I ask the unan- 
imous consent of the House to take up the reso- 
lution fixing the time for the final adjournment of 
this session of Congress. 

Mr. POLK objected. 

Mr. HARRIS. Then I move to suspend the 
rules to enable me to take up the resolution, and 
upon that I demand the yeas any nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. MEADE. 1 move to postpone the con- 
sideration of this question for one week. 

The SPEAKER. That motion is not inorder. 
| The pending question is to suspend the rules of 

the House. 
Mr. WALSH. Isit in order to ask a single 
question in relation to this motion ? 
The SPEAKER. It will be in order by unan- 
imous consent. 
Mr. WALSH, 
suggestion to the House. 
The SPEAKER. Isit the pleasure of the House 
to hear the gentleman’s remarks? 
Many Memsers objected. 
Mr. WALSH. Have gentlemen read Mr. 
Welbster’s speech in this morning’s papers? 
{Loud cries of ** Order !’’} 
The question was then taken upon Mr. Har- 
| r1s’s motion, and there were—yeas 107, nays 60; 
as follows: 


lison, John Appleton, William Appleton, Babcock, Bibig- 
haus, Bissell, Bocock, Bragg, Breckinridge, Brenton, Brigg :, 
Albert G. Brown, Burrows, Busby, Joseph Cable, Caldwell, 
Lewis D. Campbell, Thompson Campbell, Cartter, Caskic, 
Chandler, Chastain, Churchwell, Clark, Cleveland, Cling- 
man, Curtis, John G. Davis, Dimmick, Dunean, Durkee, 


Eastman, Edmundson, Faulkner, Ficklin, Fitch, Floyd, | 
Thomas J. D. Fuller, Gaylord, Gentry, Goodrich, Green, | 


Hamilton, [sham G. Harris, Sampson W. Harris, Haven, 
Hendricks, Henn, Hibbard, Hillyer, Horsford, Houston, 
| John W. Howe, Thomas M. Howe, Thomas Y. How 

> > 


|, Hunter, Jackson, Andrew Johnson, James Johnson, Robert | 


W. Johnson, J. Glaney Jones, Kurtz, Landry, Letcher, 


Lockhart, Martin, McMullin, McNair, Molony, Henry D. | 
Moore, Morehead, Murphy, Murray, Nabers, Newton, Olds, | 


| Orr, Samuel W. Parker, Penn, Perkins, Powell, Richard- 
| son, Robie, Robinson, Ross, Savage, Schoolcraft, Origen 

8. Seymour, Skelton, Smart, Smith, Benjamin Stanton, 
|| Abr’m P. Stephens, Thaddeus Stevens, St. Martin, Strat- 
|, ton, Thurston, Townshend, Tuck, Walbridge, Wallace, 
| Washburn, Watkins, and Yates—107. 


Boyd, Brooks, George H 


| Dunham, Florence, Fowler, Goodenow, Grey, Harper, 
Hart, Haws, Hebard, Howard, John Johnson, George W. 
Jones, George G- King, Kuhns, Mace, Mann, McLanahan, 
Meade, Miller, Millson, Miner, John Moore, Outlaw, Peas- 
lee, Penniman, Phelps, Polk, Porter, Robbins, Sackett, 
Schermerhorn, Scurry, David L. Seymour, Stanly, Richard 
H. Stanton, Strother, Stuart, Sutherland, Taylor, Walsh, 


Ward, Welch, Addison White, Alexander White, Wilcox, | 


Wildrick, and Williams—6)). 


rules were not suspended. 
Pending the call of the roll, 


Mr. MEADE aaid: I voted for a suspension of 
| the rules, believing that we ought to fix the day 
Since | my vote the chair- 


| of adjournment. 
man of the Committee on Foreign Relations [Mr. 
Bay ty] has given an intimation 
Loud cries of ** Object!”’ and ‘* Order!’’] 
he SPEAKER. Debateis out of order. No 
| remark is in order. 





pose, to change my vote, voting in the dark. I 


wanted to hearsomething from the chairman of the 


| Committee on Foreign Relations-—— 


I desire to make one single | 


YEAS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Aiken, Willis Allen, Al- | 


NAYS—Messrs. Thomas H. Bayly, Barrere, John H. | 
Brown, E. Carrington Cabell, 
| Chapman, Cobb, Conger, Cullom, Daniel, Disney, Doty, | 


So (two thirds not voting in the affirmative) the | 


Mr. MEADE. Well, Iam at liberty, I sup- | 





i —— 


{Loud cries of ** Object!”’ and ** Order !’’} 

| Mr. MEADE. Then I will vote in the nega- 
| tive. 
LANDS FOR THE INDIGENT INSANE. 


Mr. STANLY. Mr. Speaker, there is a bill 
_upon the Speaker’s table, which has been lying 
there for action for some ume. I ask the unani- 
mous consent of tle House to take it up, with a 
view of appointing some future day for its con- 
sideration. It is a bill for the relief of the indigent 
insane. A Jarge majority of the House are in 
favor of it; but I wish to have some day designa- 
ted for its consideration. 

Mr. JONES. I object. 

Mr. STANLY. Then I move to suspend the 
rules, to enable me to take up that bill, ard upon 
that | ask the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BISSELL. The question is not distinctly 
understood. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state the 
question. The gentleman from North Carolina 
moves to suspend the rules of the House for the 
purpose of taking up and acting upon House bill 
No. 76, making a grant of public lands to the sev- 
eral Stat»s of the Union for the benefit of indigent 
| insane persons. 

The question was then taken upon Mr. Sran- 
Ly’s motion, and there were—yeas 100, nays 53; 
as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Willis Allen, Allison, 
|| William Appleton, Barrere, Bell, Bibighaus, Bissell, Joho 
|| H. Boyd, Brenton, Briggs, Brooks, Albert G. Brown, Geo. 

H. Brown, Burrows, E. C. Cabell, Caldwell, Thompson 
|| Campbell, Cartter, Chandler, Chapman, Churchwell, Clark, 
Clingman, Cobb, Callom, George T. Davis, Doty, Duncan, 
|| Ficklin, Florence, Fowler, Freeman, Henry M. Fuller, 
|| Gaylord, Gentry, Giddings, Goodenow, Goodrich, Green, 
|| Harper, Sampson W. Harris, Haws, Haven, Hebard, Hors- 
ford, John W. Howe, Thomas M. Howe, James Johnson, 
George G. King, Kuhns, Kurtz, Landry, Mann, Martin, 
McLanahan, McNair, Miller, Miner, Henry D. Moore, 
John Moore, Morehead, Nahers, Newton, Outlaw, Samuel 
W. Parker, Peaslee, Penniman, Perkins, Porter, Price, 
Richardson, Sackett, Schermerhorn, Schoolcraft, Origen S. 
Seymour, Skelton, Smart, Smith, Stanly, Benjamin Stan- 
ton, Richard H. Stanton, Abraham P. Stephens, Thaddeus 
|| Stevens, Stratton, Stuart, Sutherland, Taylor, Thurston, 
Townshend, Watbridge, Walsh, Ward, Washburn, Wat- 
kine, Welch, Addison White, Alexander White, Williams, 
and Yates—100. 

NAYS—Meessrs. Ashe, Babcock, Thomas H. Bayly, Bo- 
cock, Busby, Joseph Cable, Caskie, Chastain, Daniel, John 
G. Davis, Dimmick, Disney, Dunham, Durkee, Edmund- 
son, Floyd, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Grey, Hamilton, Isham 
G. Harris, Hart, Hendricks, Henn, Hibbard, Hillyer, How- 
ard, Thomas Y. How, Jackson, Andrew Johnson, John 
Johnson, Robert W. Johnson, George W. Jones, J. Glancy 
Jones, Preston King, Mace, MeMullin, McQueen, Meade, 
Millson, Murphy, Murray, Olds, Penn, Powell, Robbins, 
Robie, Ross, Savage, Scurry, David L. Seymour, Wallace, 
Wilcox, and Wildrick—53. 

So (two thirds not voting inthe affirmative) the 
rules were not suspended. 


WILLIAM SPEIDEN. 


Mr. DANIEL. I ask the consent of the House 
to report a bill from the Committee on Claims—a 
Senate bill—and I will briefly state tothe House the 
reasons ron I wish to reportit. Itisacase of some 
urgency. It is a bill proposing to relieve Purser 
Speiden, who served under Commodore Stockton 
and Commodore Shubrick, in the capacity of 
purser, paymaster, commissary, and quartermas- 
ter, while they were operating in the Pacific. In 
the performance of these duties, which were ardu- 
ous, it is alleged that he incurred considerable 
extra expense, and that he sustained some loss by 
receiving, inadvertently, counterfeitmoney. His 
case has been submitted to the proper Department, 
and they have decided that it does not come within 
the act of the 3d of March, 1849, allowing com- 
pensation to those persons collecting military con- 
tributions and disbursing them during the Mexi- 
can war. He is, therefore, under the necessity of 
applying to Congress. The Senate have passed 
the bill, and it has passed the Committee on 
Claims without a dissenting voice. My object is 
to put the bill upon its passage, that Purser Spei- 
den may attend to it in person before he goes upon 
the Japan expedition. He is likely to be gone 
several years, and the case cannot be so well ad- 
justed in his absence as in his presence. 

Mr. CABLE, of Ohio, objected. 

Mr. DANIEL. I move to suspend the rules. 

Mr. STANTON, of Ohio. What is the amount 
of the claim? 

Mr. DANIEL. The amount of the claim is 
about $4,000. 
i| The question was then put upon Mr. Dawiet’s 




















1852. 


motion, and upon a division there were—ayes.80, | ron’s motion, and there were—yeas 72, nays 77, 
noes 38 | as follows: 
So (two thirds voting in the affirmative) the YEAS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Willis Allen, Allison, 
rules were suspended. — John Appleton, William Appleton, Ashe, Bocock, Breck 
Mr. DANIEL, from the Committee on Claims, | 48, Brenton, Briggs, Albert G. Brown, Joseph Cable, 
wees —! Pong “4 ; » | Caldwell, Lewis D. Campbetl, Thompson Campbell, Cas- 
reported back Senate bill No. 217, for the relief of || kie, Chastain, Churchwell, Cleveland, Clingman, Curtis, 
William Speiden, with sundry amendments. 


Daniel, Jobn G. Davis, Dimmick, Dunham, Edmundson, 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Does that bil] | Faulkner, Picklin, Hamilton, Isham G. Harris, Sampson 
make an appropriation ? 


= Harris, Hart, Hascall, Hendricks, Hibbard, Hillyer, 

. ee ee ouston, Howard, Thomas Y. How, Jackson, Aadrew 

The SPEAKER. It does. : | Johnson, James Johnson, Robert W. Johnson, George W. 

Mr. DANIEL. I suppose we are acting under || Jones, Kurtz, Leteher, McMullin, MeNair, Millson, Mo 

e suspension of the rulea? — es am non ee on ae eee 

-PPAKER r : enn, Perkins, Pheips, Polk, Price, Robinson, Ross, Ske 

— - EAKER, . Phe bait cannot be passed ton, Smith, Snow, Thaddeus Stevens, Stratton, Thurston, 
untess the rule requiring its commitment is sus- || Wallace, Watkins, Wilcox, and Wildrick—?2. 

pended. NAYS—Messrs. Babcock, Barrere, Bell, Bissell, John 

Mr. DANIEL. I move to suspend the rules | 4. Boyd, Brooks, George H. Brown, Burrows, Busby, E. 

. 3 Carrington Cabell, Cartter, Chandler, Chapman, Clark, 

= a wanes ro gn len iee i Cobb, Conger, George T. Davis, Disney, Doty, Duncan, 

Mr. STAT N,o 10. an that be done || Durkee, Eastman, Florence, Floyd, Fowler, Henry M. 

without unanimous consent? Can it be done by | Fuller, Thomas J. D. Puller, Gaylord, Giddings, Goode- 

two thirds of the House? now, Goodrich, Green, Grey, Harper, Haws, Haven, Heb 


mn ‘DOALE : ard, Henn, Horsford, John W. Howe, Thomas M. Howe, 
lhe SPEAKER. It can be done by two thirds. || jon Johnson, George G. King, Kuhns, Landry, Lockhart, 


Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. I ask for || Mann, Humpiirey Marshall, Martin, Miller, Miner, Henry 
the yeas and nays upon that motion. I think it || D- Moore, John Moore, Morehead, Murray, Newton, Out 
is a ‘very dangerous practice to suspend that rule. law, Penniman, Porter, Rantoul, Robbins, Robie, Savage, 


Fine sean aad ethan ene ent odanel Schermerhorn, Schooleratt, Scudder, Scurry, David L. 
y é ys , . Seymour, Origen 8. Seymour, Benjamin Stanton, Abraham 


Mr. DANIEL demanded tellers; which were || P. Stephens, St. Martin, Stuart, Sutherland, Taylor, 
ordered. ‘Townshend, Tuck, Walbridge, Ward, Welch, Addison 
The question was then taken upon Mr. Dav- || White, Alexander Ww hite, and Yateo—77. 4 : 
1EL’s motion, and it was decided in the negative. | So (two thirds not voting in the affirmative) the 
So the rales were not suspended. | rule was not suspended. 
RE ae CLERKS” SALARIES. 
ero e day for | ‘ . 
; y Mr. WELCH. lask the unanimous consent 
| 


to-morrow, and ordered to be printed. : 
; P of the House to offer the following resolution from 
| the Committee on Accounts: 


APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Q : Resolved, That John A. Parker, John Hunnicut, and 
Mr. HOUSTON. I ask the unanimous consent || M. Martin be allowed the same compensation as assistant 


of the House to offer the following resolution: | clerks of the House—that is to say $1,500 per annum each, 
Resolved, That the bill of the House of Representatives || for the present session of Congress. 
No. 87, making appropriations for the support of the Mili- Mr. CABLE, of Ohio, objected. 


tary Academy for the year ending June 30, 1853, and the » ; 
Senate amendments thereto; also, the bill of the House of Mr. WELCH. Then I movea — of 


Representatives No 196, making appropriations for the civil || the rules. 4 s 

and diplomatic expenses of the Government for the year Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I wish to inquire 

ending June 30, 1853, and for other purposes ; also, the bill || of the gentleman how many clerks are now em- 

of the House of Representatives No. 220, making appropri- || ~ : ‘ : 

ations for the support of the Army for the year ending June ployed by the Chests of this House, and what is 
their compensation / 


30, 1853 ; also, the bill of the House of Representatives No. i 
240, making appropriations for the naval service for the year Mr. WELCH. Iam not able to answer the 
ending June 30, 1853 ; also, the bill of the House of Repre- || gentleman *s question. The other members of the 


sentatives No. 241, making appropriations for the service of || : a 
the Post Office Department for the year ending June 30, | Committee are absent, and I was not present when 


1853, and for other purposes ; also, the bill of the House of || this resolution was agreed to. 

Representatives No. 242, making appropriations for the Mr. JONES. I would ask if this resolution 
transportation of the United States mail by ocean steamers, || does not propose to increase the compensation of 
and otherwise, for the year ending June 30, 1853, de sev- | th i ‘= that off ke it ti 
erally made the special order of the day for Wednesday e messengers In that office so as to make it the 
next at one hour after the meeting of the House, to be con- || Same as the clerks? 

sidered in the order above named; and that they continue | Mr. WELCH. The resolution isto allow Mr. 


the special order of the day one hour after the meeting of || Martin, Mr. Hunnicut, and Mr. Parker the same 
the House from day to day, and for every day thereafter, || 


Fridays and Saturdays excepted, until the said bills shall be || P®Y that the officers who performed the same du- 
finally disposed of. \| ties during last Congress received. So I under- 


Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York, objected. | “Nt. LORENCE. Include them all 
Mr. HOUSTON. Then I move to suspend the Mr. JONES. of Tennessee. I ask if they were 
rules. I have given two days for finishing the 7 


: : aes t inted as messengers ? 
river and harbor bill, which is now before the er CAMPBELL, of IMincis. 2 have an 
Cer aata Til say to the gentleman '| amendment to offer, to which I do not think the 
es oe —s tl ill object. 
that no person is to be blamed, because that bill is | oe The SPEAKE! : That is not now in order. 
rh Aono SEE The committee have pro- | ‘The question wasthen taken upon Mr. Wetcu’s 
Oe aoe ; motion, and it was decided in the negative. 
Mr. HOUSTON. I ask a suspension of the saa ciel t ied 
rules; and I think there is plenty of time to get | te 
through that bill by Wednesday. RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 


Mr. SEYMOUR. I call for the yeas and nays. Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York, moved that 

The yeas and nays were ordered. the rules be suspended, and that the House resolve 

Mr. CHANDLER. || rise to propound a ques- | itself into the Committee of the Whole on the state 
tion to the Chair. I desire to know whether the || of the Union; which motion was agreed to. 
adoption of that resolution will interfere with the So the rules were suspended, and the House 
regular five minutes discussion of the river and | resolved itself into the Committee of the Whole on 
harbor bill? I desire to know whether that bill || the state of the Union, (Mr. Oxps in the chair,) 


must give way to these appropriation bills if we || and resumed the consideration of House bill No. 


adopt that resolution ? || 282, making appropriations for the improvement 


The SPEAKER. It will give piace if the river || of certain harbors and rivers. 
and harbor bill is not disposed of by Wednesday. | The CHAIRMAN. When the committee 
Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York. If I can 1 || rose, there were two questions pending—an 
will withdraw the call for the yeas and nays, and || amendment offered by the gentleman from Ala- 
ask that the vote may be taken by tellers. || bama, (Mr. Coss,] making an appropriation for 
The SPEAKER, That can only be done by || the Tennessee river; and an amendment to that 


| 
| 
unanimous consent. | amendment, offered by the gentleman from Vir- 





Mr. CLEVELAND objected. ginia, [Mr. Meape,)} making an appropriation for 
the James river; and upon the latter question tell- 
| ers had been ordered. 

| Mr. MEADE. Is it competent for me to with- 


Mr. ROBBINS. I wish to make an inquiry of 
the Chair. I wish to know, if that resolution 
passes, whether it will deprive the committees from 
reporting during the morning hour? 

he SPEAKER. It willnot. It doesnot pro- | 
se to interfere with the morning hour. 

The question was then taken upon Mr. Hovs- 


draw the amendment? 
The CHAIRMAN. It can only be done by 
unanim»®s consent. 


Mr. WARD. I object. 


j 
| 
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Mr. MEADE. I desire to withdraw it, with a 
view of offering it again hereafter, when I[ shall 
present some additional facts to the committee, 

Mr. WARD. If thatis the gentleman's pur- 
pose, | will withdraw the objection, 

Mr. MEADE then withdrew his amendment. 

Mr. SEYMOUR, of Connecticut, moved to 
amend the amendment by adding thereto the fol- 
lowing: 

Also, for the improvement of the harbor of Bridgeport, 


Connecticut, $6,000; also, for the improvement of the har- 
bor of Norwalk, Connecticut, $6,000, 





Mr.S. said: Mr. Chairman,l am prepared to vote 
fora river and harbor bill properly framed,and my 
impressions were in favor of this bill when it was 
first presented; but on examination, the details 
seem to me to be open to considerable exception. 
It is true that the bill is less monstrous than some 
of its predecessors, and the committee are enutled 
to great credit in having given us a bill which in 
point of extent and amount may be regarded as 
moderate and reasonable. But it strikes me that 
the principles are erroneous upon which the com- 
mittee have distributed their appropriations, There 
are two methods, entirely distinct the one from the 
other, upon which such a bill may be framed: Ist, 
such works only may be embraced as are clearly of 
general interest to the commerce of the country— 
works which stand out prominently as of common 
necessity for the Union—works to which State au- 
thority 1s manifestly and wholly incompetent, and 
which are by necessity thrown upon the care and 
patronage of the General Government. Of this 
character are the improvements of the navigation 
of the Mississippi and its great tributaries. A 
dozen States are interested in this navigation; no 
one State has the necessary jurisdiction to make 
improvements. No one State can be singled out 
and called upon to expend her money in improv- 
ing a navigation in which a dozen ocher States 
have an equal interest, and from which improve- 
ments, if made, the other States will derive an 
equal benefit. 

Of this character are also certain improvements 
of harbors on the great lakes;—harbors which 
are sought to be improved, not for the local ben- 
efit of the harbor itself, but to furnish a safe shel- 
ter to the commerce of whatever State may need 
a retreat from the storm. 

Of this character are also certain improvements 
on the Atlantic and Pacific coasts, the Delaware 
breakwater, for instance, in which the commerce, 
not only of these States, but of the world also, is 
interested. 

The naval defense of the country may also re- 
quire attention to some of the lake and ocean har- 
bors. 

One mode, then, of framing a river and harbor 
bill is, to select only these great objects, and to 
carry such a bill the appeal would be to our feel- 
ings as American citizens, and to no lecal consid- 
erations; to our pride and patriotism, not to our 
selfishness. Sucha bill would be separated by an 
immeasurable distance from mere works of inter- 
nal improvement, and would have to contend with 

| no constitutional scruples. Such a bill, sir, the 
committee have not, in my judgment, given us. 
When we come to read the bill section by section, 
we shall find, | think, that objects are embraced 
which cannot be regarded as of common interest 
and national importance, in the sense I have been 
speaking of. 

The other principle and mode of framing a bill 
is, to make it an omnibus, and to patronize some 
small improvement in every State, and in almost 
every Congressional district. Such a bill may 
crawl through the House like the animal called a 
milleped, I believe, for it will find a motive power 
in every part of the ae I do not say that such 
is the character of the bill we have; a few States 
are wholly omitted in the bill; but if the local in- 
terests of one hundred Congressional! districts are 
served, that will be sufficient to secure its passage, 

| especially if those who draw blanks this year are 
promised compensatory prizes in the next bill, 
Believing, then, that this bill is framed upon the 

rinciple of attempting a distribution of favors, I 
con submitted my amendment, and in its behalf, 
I appeal to the sense of justice of the House. The 
bil appropriates $1,500,000, of which $6,000 is 
for removing a rock in New Haven harbor, and that 
is all which the bill gives to Connecticut. The 

|| population of the State is, to that of the Union, 
|, as three hundred andtwenty-four. This bill gives 
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us in the proportion of six to fifteen hundred. 
The just share of the State in an appropriation of 
41,500,000, is $28,000, instead of $6,000, and the 
amendment, if adopted, will still fail to do us jus- 
tice. 

The harbors of Bridgeport and Norwalk were 
presented to the consideration of the Committee 

» Commerce, accompanied with careful surveys 
and estimates, and with favorable reports, from the 
Topographical Bureau; and the improvements are 
vastly more national than most of the objects em- 
braced inthe bill. Thecommittee having rejected 
the applications, my only remedy 1s now by this 
appeal to the House. 

3oth Bridgeport and Norwalk are important and 
growing places, with a rapidly-increasing trade, 
foreign and domestic. Important railroads ter- 
minate at both their harbors, one of which, at 
Norwalk, has been completed within the last year. 

in reply to my complaint, that by this bili Con- 
necticut fails to receive her fair proportion, I was 
told by my friend, the honorable chairman of the 
committee, that Bridgeport may receive something 
under a general approgriation, included in the bill 
for contingencies upon the Atlantic const. sut 
the interest of Bridgeport in that fund is too small 
and too contingent to be of any account. 

If the amendment which I have proposed be 
adopted, one serious objection to the bill will be 
removed. It will, indeed, still bean omnibus bill, 
and will embrace many improvements which strike 
me as being rather loca! than national. But the bill 
by this amendment, and a few others of like char- 

ster, will be rendered more just and equal than it 


now is. Butif this amendment shall be rejected, 
1e method of rendering the bill national is still 
pen-—that is, to strike out all the appropriations 
that are merely local, and thereby essentially re- 
duce the total amount of the appropriations In 


this wav. perhaps, the bill can be re ndered uc ept- 
ile by confining it to those important objects 
which cannot be effected by State authority, and 
i hl must either be wholly neglected and aban- 


loned, or be prosecuted by the General Govern- 
ment. Forsuchappropriations I desire to cast my 
ne. Itis of no importance whether the money 


; to be expended on the Atlantic or Pacific, on the 
Lakes or on the Gulf of Mexico. My interest in 

ich appropriations is not local nor sectional, but 
is American. It belonzs to me as a citizen of the 
United States, and not as a citizen of any partic- 


lar State. But if the bill remains unmodified, 
and I am compelled to vote upon it as it now stands, 
although it contains several appropriations which 


I would gladly vote for, yet, as a whole, my vote 
nust be against it. If the harbors of Connecti- 
t are excluded, and other harbors, of no greater 
laims or merits, are provided for, I shall be want- 
ig to my duty as an humble representative of my 
nstituents if | should fail to protest and vote 
ncainst the measure. 

Mr. FREEMAN. Mr. Chairman, I am op- 
sed to the amendment of the gentleman from 
Connecticut, This bill is entitled * A bill making 
appropriations for the improvement of certain har- 

yrs and rivers.’’ A large amount of the appro- 
priations are for works entirely within the juris- 

ions of the several States, and over w hich the 
State governments have exclusive jurisdiction. It 
s, therefore, a bill establishing a system of inter- 

improvement within the States of this Union, 
nud that, too, without theconsent of either of said 
States. We were told the other day by a mem- 
ber of the Committee on Commerce, (Mr. Watcsu,] 
that the commitiece reported this bill under the 
constitutional power of Congress to ‘ reculate 
commerce;’’ and yet, strange to say, there is not 
a single regulation of commerce in the whole bill. 
Not one, sir. The Secretary of War is armed 
with the arbitrary power of expending nearly a 
million and a half of dollars on seventy-three specified 
works. Nota word is said about commerce or 
navigation—not a single ‘* regulation”’ prescribed. 
What is meant by the constitutional power to 
‘‘regulate commerce?’ In order to be exact, I 
will read from Story on the Constitution, vol. 2, 
sec. 1061: 

** In the first place, then, whatis the constitutional mean 
ing ofthe words to ‘reguiate commerce?’ for the Consti- 
lion heing one (as has been aptly satd) of enumeration, and 
not Of definition, it becomes necessary, in order to ascer- 
tain the extent of the power, to ascertain the meaning of the 


words. The power is to regulate; that is, to prescribe the 
rule by which commerce is to be governed. The subject to 


be regulated is commerce, Is that limited to traffic, to | 
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buying and selling, or the interchange of commodities ? Or 
does it comprehend navigation and intercourse ?”’ 


+ . - - * * . 


** Commerce, undoubtedly, is traffic; but it is something 
more. Itis intercourse. It describes the commercial in 
tercourse between nations and parts of nations in all its 
branches; and is regulated by prescribing rules for carry- 
ing on that intercourse.””’ 


Here is the law and the commentary. Not a 
word is said about appropriating money for im- 
provements, either external or internal. Not a 
word is intimated about building or improving 
harbors or rivers; nor do the terms of the Consti- 
tution admit of any such construction. 

The whole power granted is *‘ to regulate com- 
merce with foreign nations, and among the sev- 
eral States, and with the Indian tribes.”’ Now, if 
we can improve rivers and harbors within ‘* the 
several States,’’ under this grant of power, we can 
also improve rivers and harbors within the juris- 
diction of ** foreign nations.’’ The power to regu- 
late commerce with foreign nations is as broad as 
the power to regulate commerce among the several 
States. They are identically the same; and is any 
man so crazy as to admit the power to build har- 
bors and improve rivers and harbors throughout 
Europe, Asia, and Africa, or thatsuch power was 
intended to be given to Congress? Again, the 
power to regulate commerce with the ** Indian 
tribes ’’ is identically the same as that to regulate 
commerce with foreign nations and among the sev- 
eral States; yet it is well known that the Indian 
tribes of the United States have no rivers or har- 
bors to improve; they have never engaged in nav- 
igation atall. We have always denied them any 
title either to land or water. We have treated 
them as mere tenants at will, with the right to 
hunt and fish until we choose to drive them away 
by force, or coax them away by small! donations 
of gewzaws and money. 

If, then, it be impossible, under this clause of 

he Constitution, to improve rivers and harbors, 
either ** with the Indian tribes,’’ or in * foreign 
nations,’ it is equally out of our power to do the 
same thing within the several States of this Union. 

By what rule of interpretation is it that the 
word ‘* commerce’? is construed by the learned 
Committee on Commerce to mean both rivers and 
harbors? We have always been taught that a 
river was a large stream of water flowing in a chan- 
nel; that a harbor, in the commercial sense, was a 
port, or haven, for ships; a bay, or inlet of the sea, 
in which ships can moor and be sheltered from 
the fury of the winds and a heavy sea; any navi- 
gable water, where ships can ride in safety; that 
commerce was a mutual change of goods, wares, 
productions, or property of any kind, between na- 
tions or individuals, either by barter or by pur- 
chase and sale; trade; traffic. The words are to- 
tally dissimilar in meaning; and yet, the committee 
tell us they all mean the same thing; in short, that 
the commerce of the present day is the philosopher’s 
stone of a past age. 


The legal rule for the interpretation of words | 


is, that they shall be taken in their ordinary im- 
port—as they are generally received in the com- 
munity where the law was made and is to operate. 
By this rule we have seen that commerce means 
one thing, rivers another, and harbors a third: yet 
the committee tell us to improve rivers and har- 
bors is to regulate commerce among the States. 
The world have generally supposed that com- 
merce was one thing, and the means or mode of 
carrying on commerce was another; they have 
generally supposed that rivers and _ harbors, 
wagon roads, and railroads, were public highways, 
over which commerce was conducted, and its 
transmission regulated—that these agents were 
merely instruments in the hands of the ** common 
carriers ’’ of the country who transport the articles 
of commerce. If this is all a mistake, and rivers 
and harbors are in fact a part of commerce itself, 
then wagon roads and railroads, with all their 
paraphernalia, are also parts of commerce, and we 
can build wagon roads and railroads, road wagons, 
railroad cars, and steamboats, under the power of 
regulating commerce. They are all a part of the 
same system. In fact, railroads are fast super- 
seding rivers and harbors in the carrying trade— 
they carry with more rapidity and more safety, 
and are, therefore, better inland instruments of 


| commerce. Why, then, have the committee neg- 
‘lected this all-important branch of commerce? 


Why are no appropriations made for wagon roads 


| and railroads? We need such roads in Missis- 
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sippi and Louisiana, and a million and a half of 
dollars would help the railroad commerce very 
much indeed. We have now eleven thousand 
miles of railroads engaged in commerce. The 
committee might easily haveappropriated as much 
per mile to the railroads as they have per mile to 
the navigable rivers. Why not make the appro- 
priations uniform? Why protect one branch of 
commerce and totally neglect the other? Sir, this 
forced and unnatural interpretation of the Consti- 
tution would enable Congress, with equal pro- 
priety, to engage inall the branches of commerce, 
to the exclusion of the people of the States. It is 
admitted, that where Congress has jurisdiction, 
that jurisdiction is exclusive of all others. If the 
construction of harbors and the improvement of 
rivers be regulations of commerce, to build steam- 
boats, steamships, and sail vessels, are still more 
legitimate regulations, and then to engage in the 
carrying trade follows as a natural result of the 
other assumptions of power. Thus, under a mere 
power to prescribe uniform rules for conducting 
our foreign and domestic commerce, Congress be- 
comes an absolute despotism, monopolizing the 
entire commerce of the country, foreign and domes- 
tic, and driving all competitors from our waters. 

A conclusion so monstrous, so utterly at war 
with all the principles of our confederated Repub- 
lic, should cover with shame and confusion the 
advocates of such a construction of plain language 
which conveys but a single meaning. 

Again, sir, if to improve the highways over 
which commerce is transported be to regulate 
commerce, as the committee contend, then all the 
overseers of roads and road-makers, and all the 
Irish and German emigrants laboring on the rail- 
roads of the United States are actively engaged in 
‘regulating commerce among the States.”’ They 
are doing that which the Constitution has con- 
fided alone to Congress. Their acts are therefore 
unconstitutional and void, and the Committee on 
Commerce should sally out and work the roads 
themselves by way of executing their constitu- 
tional power to regulate commerce. 

But, sir, if to improve harbors be to regulate 
commerce in the United States, this bill violates 
the Constitution in another particular. Several of 
the ports of the United States are not included in 
the bill, and the Constitution declares that ‘* No 
‘preference shall be given by any regulation of 
‘ commerce to the ports of one State over those of 
‘another.”” This bill gives a preference to the 
ports of New York over the ports of several other 
States. 

This clause of the Constitution should satisfy 
the committee that they are wrong in the interpre- 
tation they have given to the power to regulate 
commerce. It is wholly impossible to improve 
all the ports of the United States alike. Some 
require large expenditures of money, while others 
are perfect by nature and require noneat all. But 
if the regulation of commerce be simply to pre- 
scribe rules by which commerce and navigation is 
to be conducted, one set of rules will apply to all 
the ports in the Union; and hence no preference 
would be given to any port by such regulations; 
and such is clearly the intent of the framers of 
the Constitution. — 

The question was then taken on the amend- 
ment to the amendment, and it was rejected. 

Mr. WARD offered the following as an amend- 
ment to the amendment: 

For the improvement of the navigation of the Cumberland 
river, $50,000. 

Mr. W. said: Mr. Chairman, I do not design 
to make many observations with reference to the 
propriety of this amendment. I do not doubt the 
power of Congress to make these appropriations, 
and not only that, but I believe it is the absolute 
duty of Congress so todo. The strerm to which 
I propose this appropriation is one of more mag- 
nitude than is ordinarily attributed toit. It is one 
of those streams that are by the ordinance of 1787, 
and by the Constitution, taken peculiarly under 
the control of Congress itself It is a stream that 
the States have no jurisdiction over, because it is 
navigable to all the States of the Union. It is a 
stream upon the bosom of which floats an annual 
trade of from five to ten millions of dollars—em- 
bracing a trade through the better part of Ken- 
tucky and the better part of Tennessee. The 
national character of this stream was demonstrated 
by an appropriation made in 1832, during General 

|| Jackson’s administration, and also by appropria- 


i ies 


aceite 


1852. 


tions made in 1834~-’5-’6-'7 and ’8. After that, || 


from some cause unknown to me, no appropria- | 
tion has been made for that stream. It is a na- 
tional stream, and one in which my State and the 
district which I represent, are particularly inter- | 
ested. 

I do hope that if we are going to exercise that 
power which Congress has all along exercised, of 
improving the highways and rivers of our coun’~y, 
that a portion of that power should be exercised 
for the benefit of this improvement. The amount 
is not more than the magnitude of the interests in- 
volved in the trade of that river demand. And 
why was it left out? Ido not mean to say that 
the committee have done wrong in leaving it out, 
but that stream is entitled to the fostering care of 
this Government, and | hope and trust that those 
of this committee who are disposed top exercise 
that care over our streams, will exercise it, and 
extend it over that stream which my constituents 
are particularly interested in. I do not see why 
itis that this Government, so anxious torextend 
its power for the purpose of protecting its exter- 
nal commerce, is not as anxious to extend the 
same power for the protection and extension of 
its internal commerce. Have we the power to 
expend from nine to sixteen million dollars annu- 
ally to protect our commerce with foreign nations, 
and have it not to protect that commerce in which 
our citizens only are concerned? That is not my 
construction of the powers of the Government. 
If you do exercise this power, as you annually 
do, for the protection of our foreign commerce, 
how much greater is the necessity for its exercise 
for the protection of our internal commerce? We 
are then promoting our own interests exclusively; 
while in protecting our foreign commerce, we are 
protecting the interests of foreigners, as well as 
our own. 

Mr. ROBINSON. I regret exceedingly that I 
have been so indisposed for several days past as to 
have been prevented from participating in this de- 
bate. It was my intention, if | had been in my 
seat when the honorable chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Commerce reported this bill, to have ob- 
jected to its introduction. The committee will 
recollect that gentleman and myself had some con- 
flict at the commencement of the session as to the 
respective jurisdictions of our committees—the 
Committees on Commerce and Roads and Canals 
—over the subject of rivers and harbors. They 
will also recollect that the House took several votes, 
and decided, by somethirty majority, that the Com- 
mittee on Commerce had no jurisdiction over the 
rivers. Yetin defiance of that vote that committee 
have seen proper to report here a bill embracing 
all the rivers, after the Committee on Roads and 
Canals, of which I am a member, had submitted 
separate appropriations for each of the rivers. 

Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York. I wish to in- 
terrupt the gentleman. 

Mr. ROBINSON. I cannot yield. 

Mr. SEYMOUR. But I wish to correct what 
I believe to be a misapprehension of the action of 
the House. Ido not understand that any such 
vote has been taken. : 

Mr. ROBINSON. There was more than one 
vote taken upon the suvject. 

Mr. KING, of New York. I rise to a point of 
order. The gentlemen cannot discuss this ques- 
tion upon the amendment which has been offered 
to the bill. 

Mr. ROBINSON. I am opposed both to the 
amendment and the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair supposes the 
major proposition contains the minor, and declines 
to rule the gentleman out of order. 

Mr. ROBINSON. I intend to vote against the 
amendment and against the bill, and 1 am giving 
reasons why I sliall give those votes. I am op- 
posed to omnibus bills of whatever character or 
however you may get them up. I am opposed to 
congregating together a mass of appropriations. 
There are appropriations in this bill for which I 
would vote had I the opportunity, but I wish to | 
place myself upon the record by stating to this 
committee, and through them to the country, that 
very early in the session, I introduced, from the 
Committee on Roads and Canals, bills which 
were placed upon the Calendar, for the improve- 
ment of the Arkansas river, the Ohio above the 
falls, the Mississippi, and a bill for the improvement 
of Rock Island rapids, referred to by the gentle- | 
man from Illinois, [Mr. Campseti.} They are | 
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| bill introduced by the gentleman from New York. 
They oughtto have been taken up in theirorder, and 
passed according to their merits. But instead of 
that, the House has seen fit to overslaugh these bills 

| entirely. The Committee on Commerce has seen 
proper to assert its jurisdiction and take these 
matters intoitsown hands. I hope not only upon 
this account, but on account of the public interest, 
this bill will be defeated, as the last one was the last 
session of Congress. | consider it no better than that 
of the last session—nota whit better. When gen- 
tlemen remarked to me that they had taken up our 
western bill, | had some curiosity to know what that 
‘* western bill’? was, and I found it was the river 
and harbor bill. Now, if gentlemen will look into 
this bill, they will find that instead of being a 
western bill, it is a northeastern, Atlantic, and 
northern lake bill. The great West have very little 
share in it. Sir, I call the attention of this com- 
mittee to the fact, that the great West had no rep- 
resentative on the committee which framed this 
bill. 

Mr. FULLER, of Maine. What does the 
gentleman mean by the great West? Where is 
the geographical distinction? I should like to know 
the boundaries ? 

Mr. ROBINSON. I mean the Mississippi val- 
ley. There is very little of the great Mississippi 
valley interested in this bill. It 1s a partial bill. 

Mr. FULLER. It gets $400,000. 

Mr. ROBINSON. The bill, it is true, appro- 
priates $260,000 to the Mississippi river and its 
tributaries, but itdoes not provide how much shall 
be expended upon any oneriver. If it passes, the 
War Department may send out an engineer who 
may appropriate every dollar upon a single mile 
upon one of its tributaries, or upon the main branch. 
He can do with it what he pleases, either to ex- 
pend it all in building a wing dam or in changing 
the channel ina single place. | think much the 
most sensible plan is, as indicated in my bill, to 
build boats for pulling snags out of the natural 
channel. If I had time to enter into the merits 
of this bill, | could show that it was susceptible 
of greater and more corrupt abuses than any other 
bill that can find its way through Congress. 
There is no sort of restraint upon the Government 
officers. 

Mr. FULLER. Is not the same power given 
with reference to the Atlantic appropriations? 

Mr. ROBINSON. I will not argue that ques- 
tion. Itis wrong in reference to the Atlantic ap- 
propriations, as well as the others, to give the 
money into the hands of the Government officers 
without any check whatever—without telling them 
how it is to be expended, or where the appropri- 
ation is to be made. 

Mr. WARD demanded tellers upon the amend- 
ment to the amendment, but they were not or- 
dered ; 

The question was then put, and the amendment 
was not agreed to. 

Mr. FREEMAN. Mr. Chairman, I am op- 
posed to the amendment of the gentleman from 
Alabama. In my former remarks of this morning 
I disputed the power of Congress to make internal 
improvements under the power to “ regulate com- 
merce,’’ but I do not deny the power of Congress, 
under other grants of the Constitution, to improve 
such rivers and harbors as are sfrictly national 
highways, and not exclusively within the jurisdiction 
of a State. Congress may regulate the commerce 
of rivers within the jurisdiction of a State, but 
cannot interfere with the right of a State to con- 
struct improvements by removing obstructions, 
erecting wharves, locks, dams, or even turning 
the channels of rivers. A State may levy tolls 
on vessels navigating such improved rivers or har- 
bors: but the Constitution expressly forbids any 
State to levy any duty of tonnage, or any impost 
or duties on imports or exports, except what may 
be absolutely necessary for executing its inspec- 
tion laws, and even such duties are for the use of 
the United States, and subject to the revision of 
Congress. These and the like regulations of com- 
merce are reserved exclusively to Congress, and 
lend additional force to the conclusion that the 
improvement of rivers and harbors are not regula- 
tions of commerce. 

All oceans, bays, gulfs, harbors, rivers, and 
lakes not entirely within the territorial jurisdiction 
of a State are national highways, and liable to be 
improved by authority of Congress. No State 
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because they are the common property of all the 
States. They cannot be improved by a combina- 
tion of States, because the Constitution declares 
that ‘* no State shall, without the consent of Con- 
gress, enler wnlo any agreement or compact with 
another State.’ 

The Mississippi river is an illustration of this 
principle. It has its source near the boundary be- 
tween the United States and the British posses- 
sions; it passes through the commercial as well as 
the geographical heart of the Union, and finally 
empties into the Gulf of Mexico. Bordering on 
the west bank of the river are the States of Loui- 
siana, Arkansas, Missouri, lowa, and the Territory 
of Minnesota; on the east bank are Wisconsin, 
Illinois, Kentucky, Tennessee, and Mississippi-— 
making two continuous tiers of States, spanning 
the entire Union from British America to the Gulf 
of Mexico. All the great rivers that flow from 
the Rocky Mountains, through Nebraska, the In- 
dian Territory, and upper Texas—the Missouri, 
the Platte, the Arkansas, the Canadian, and the Red 
rivers, with their numerous navigable branches— 
empty into the Mississippi. On the east side are 
several rivers in Wisconsin and Illinois, the Ohio 
and its tributaries, including the Cumberland and 
Tennessee rivers, and minor streams from the 
State of Mississippi—making fifteen States and 
Territories in the richest and most productive 
portion of the habitable globe, whose commerce 
naturally flows into the channel of the Mississippi 
river. If such a river be not a national highway 
for the United States, then the Atlantic ocean is 
not. The border of the Atlantic coast, from the 
State of Mississippi to the British line, has Ala- 
bama, Florida, Georgia, South Carolina, North 
Carolina, Virginia, Maryland, Delaware, New Jer- 
sey, New York, Connecticut, Massachusetts, New 
Hampshire, and Maine—being fourteen States. 
Add Pennsylvania and Vermont, which are not 
immediately on the coast, and there would be 
sixteen States. But the western part of Pennsyl- 
vania has a large commerce on the Ohio, and thence 
down the Mississippi river. So that the commerce 
of the Mississippi river arises from as many States 
and Territories as border the Atlantic coast from 
Maine to the Mississippi line, thereby making the 
Mississippi river as much a national hig v fi 
all the purposes of commerce and national delense 
as the Atlantic ocear itself. No single State has 
the sole right to improve this river. The Consti- 
tution forbids all the States from making compacts 
or agreements with one another, and therefore the 
Mississippi cannot be improved by a combination 
of a part or all of the fifteen States and Territories 
immediately interested in its navigation 

The same is the case with regard to the creat 
lakes and connecting rivers that separate us from 
British America. Wisconsin, Llinois, Indiana, 
Michigan, Ohio, Pennsylvania, and New York, 
all border upon this chain of inland seas. No 
single State can claim their exclusive jurisdiction 
If, then, no single State can improve these waters, 
and no combination of States can be made for that 
purpose, it follows, as an irresistible conclusion, 
that the power rests in the United States. But, 
ndepublens of thisargument, thereare other grants 
in the Constitution which throw upon the Federal 
Government the onus of improv ing tne navigation 
of the class of waters named. 

Congress is authorized ‘* to lay and collect tax 
‘es, duties, imposts, and excises, pay the debts 
‘and provide for the common defense and general 
‘ welfare of the United States.”’ ** To provide and 
maintain a Navy.” “To raise and suppo t 
armies.’ ‘To provide for calling forth 
militia to execute the laws of the Union, suppress 
insurrections, and repel invasions.’ sé To estab- 
tablish post roads,’’ and under the war power, 
military roads. 

“The United States shall guaranty to every 
‘State in this Union, a republican form of govern- 
‘ment, and shall protect each of them cgainst inva- 
‘sion; and on application of the Legislature, or 
‘the Executive, (when the Legislature cannot be 
‘convened,) against domestic violence;"’ and ** may 
‘make all laws which shall be necessary and 
* proper for carrying into execution the foregoing 
‘ powers, and all other powers vested by this Con- 
‘ stitution in the Government of the United States, 
‘or in any department or officer thereof.’’ 

Under the power to lay and collect taxes, duties, 
imposts, &c., the policy of the Government haw 
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been, and now is, to raise a sufficient revenue by 
duties upon imports. The revenue of the country 
depends, in a great measure, upon our commerce 
with foreign nations, It is, therefore, the right 
and the duty of Congress to regulate, encourage, and 
protect this foreign commerce as the source of our 
national revenue. We regulate this commerce in 
part by treaty stipulations with foreign nations, 
and in part by passing laws imposing a tariff on 
imports and declaring all the regulations, rights, 
duties, and burdens of persons and vessels engaged 
in commerce and navigation. In order to collect 
the revenue arising from this commerce, we estab- 
lish ports of entry and custom-houses, and appoint 
officers to make the collections. We encourage 
aud protect this source of revenue from disaster at 
sea by the improvement of the external channels 
of navigation in all the various modes; the erec- 
tion of buoys, light-houses,&c. We protect this 
source of revenue from the assaults of foreign na- 
tions and from piracy, by the power of our Navy, 
which is required to float wherever the ‘ star-span- 
gled banner’’ is anfurled to a breeze. To render 
the Navy secure from the disasters of the sea, navi- 
gauon must be improved, as well for purposes 
of national defense as for national revenue. Hence 
it follows, that in all the waters where this foreign 
commerce floats, and in all the harbors and ports 
where this commerce terminates and the revenue 
is collected, the Federal Government has the right 
to make the necessary improvements. 

It may be said that this rule does not apply to 
the Upper Mississippi, where no foreign commerce 
floats and no revenue is collected. At points where 
this objection exists and navigation is obstructed, 
Congress may in its discretion improve the navi- 
gation for other national purposes. This river is 
now used as a national post road for the transmis- 
sion of the mails, and as a national military road for 
the transmission of naval and military armaments; 
and under the power to establish post roads and 
to protect the fifteen States and Ferritories on the 
line of this river in the enjoyment of a Republi- 
can form of Government and from invasions, rebel- 


lions, and insurrections, Congress may make such | 


improvements as will * in peace prepare for war,”’ 


and thus enable the Federal Government to give | 


all the great States in the valley of the Mississippi 
the same facilities for protection that is given to 
the States upon the sea-board. 

It will be observed that all the navigable waters 
I propose to improve are upon the external bound- 
aries of the States, or so connected with our for- 


eign commerce, the national revenue, or national | 


defence, as to place them exclusively under the ju- 
risdiction of Congress for these purposes. My 


position is, therefore, strictly within the rule of | 
the Democratic party, against a system of internal | 


improvements within the jurisdiction of the States. 
President Polk, in his veto of a similar bill to this, 
remarks: 

“The Constitution has not, in my judgment, conferred 
upon the Federal Government the power to construct 


works of internal improvement within the States, or to ap- 


propriate money from the Treasury for that purpose.’’ 
General Jackson, in one of his messages to Con- 
gress on this subject, sent in the following classi- 
fications of navigable waters, subject, in his opin- 
ion, to be improved by the authority of Congress: 


‘* Ist. Improvements of harbors on the sea-board. 


‘od. The removal of partial and temporary obstructions || 


in a river already naviguhle, lying between a port of entry 


established by law, on said river, and another such port on | 


the ocean. 


** 3d. The improvement of the harbors on such rivers, | 


and within such places, or on the great lakes, which are 
themselves directly traversed by vessels engaged in our for- 
eign commerce.’’ 


This varies but little from the rule I have laid || 


down in the foregoing argument. 


power to make improvements of a national char- 


acter; but there seems to be a great diversity of 


opinion alike among Whigs and Democrats as to 
what class of improvements are really national. 
Being a strict constructionist—a State-Rights man 
—a Union Democrat—l have sought, for my own 


gratification, to deduce the true rule togovern this | 
important branch of public policy from the Con- | 
stitution itself. If I have failed, it is to be attrib- 
uted to my weakness, and not to any fault of the | 


Constitution. 
The bill under consideration contains several 
legitimate appropriations, but many more that are 
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objectionable as merely local improvements in the 
interior of States. The objections of President 
Polk to a former river and harbor bill, and for 
which he vetoed the same, apply still more forcibly 
to this bill than to that. Besides, the Secretary 
of War has the unrestricted power to spend the 
money appropriated as his will may direct. His 


personal attention to fifty-seven distinct improve- 


ment®, scattered in remote parts of the Union, | 


cannot be expected, and is not required by the 
bill. The Committee on Commerce have made 
no report to this House as to the necessity of any 
one of the proposed improvements. The com- 
mittee may be well informed on the subject, but 
they have taken good care to keep their informa- 
tion to themselves. ‘The House and the country 
are wholly uninformed by the committee, not only 
as to the existing necessity for the expenditures 
proposed, but also as to the amount of money 
each improvement will require, the character of the 
improvements to be made, and the time to be con- 
sumed in their completion. 

In short, the bill looks like aseries of donations, 
amounting to a million and a half of dollars, to 
the common carriers of the country, to be doled out 
by the Secretary of War, who is required to give 
no bond for the faithful application of the money, 
and has no instructions as to the character of the 
works to be constructed. In the valley of the 
Mississippi, the places to be improved are not even 
named. Hunters after fat jobs will beset the Sec- 
retary with their schemes and proposals, not to 
make improvements but to make money; and if this 
million and a half of dollars does not prove to be 
a political corruption fund, a Federal pipe-laying 
scheme, it will be because the Secretary of War 
is a man of immaculate purity, patriotism, and 
sagacity,and not because the Committee on Com- 
merce have guarded the appropriations with any 
statesmanlike precautions against it. The friends 
of the bill seem resolved that it shall not be 
amended. They may have the power to pass it, 
and we have neither a Jackson, or a Polk to stran- 
ele the Briarean monster with a veto; but it will do 
its friends no honor, and the country no good. 

Mr. DISNEY. | rise to make a suggestion 
with regard to the mode of procedure on this bill. 


I submit to the Chair, and to the committee, that | 


it will be more symmetrical, and will better facil- 
itate the action of the committee with regard to 


| this bill, if the Chair will rule, and the committee 


will sustain that ruling, that gentlemen shall with- 
hold their amendments until we arrive at the sec- 
tion of the bill to which they appropriately belong. 


If amendments for localities in every section of | 
the country are offered to the first section of the 


bill, the debate will be interminable. 

Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi. I ask whether 
the gentleman is in order? 

Mr. MEADE. Virginia has no locality in the 
bill. 


amendments at the end of the bill. 


The question then recurred upon the amend- | 


ment of the gentleman from Alabama, [Mr. Coss. ] 

Mr. COBB demanded tellers. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Georgia. I desire to offer 
an amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. DUNHAM. I rise to aquestion of order. 
I submit whether it is not too late to offer that 
amendment afier the question on the original 
amendment has been submitted to the House? 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair supposes that, | 
as the vote has not been consummated, it is in | 


order to submit an amendment. 


Mr. DUNHAM. The House was in the very | 


act of dividing. 


pose an amendment, and to discuss the proposi- 
tion contained in it. The Chair overrules the 


_ point of order. 
Mr. DUNHAM. I take an appeal from the || 
|| Cleveland—to the notions of the people at Chi- 


decision of the Chair. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair decides that | 


the amendment is in order. From that decision 
the gentleman from Indiana takes an appeal. 


Mr. DUNHAM. I desire to make a sugges- | 


tion. 
The CHAIRMAN. Debate is not in order. 


Mr. DUNHAM. I have a right to state my | 


question. 


‘| The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has stated the 


question, and debate is not in order. 





Mr. DISNEY. You can, then, offer your | 
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The question then being, Shall the decision of 


| the Chair stand as the judgment of the committee ? 


Mr. DUNHAM asked for a division of the 


| House. 


The House was divided, and there were—ayes 
65, noes not counted; no quorum voting, 7. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. [ call for 
tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Stevens and 
Fuuver appointed; and, the question being taken, 
the tellers reported—ayes 98, noes not counted. 

So the decision of the Chair was sustained. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Georgia. I ask the Clerk 
to read the amendment I have offered. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

And also for the survey of the Flint and Chattahoochee 


' rivers, in the State of Georgia, with a view of improving 
; the navigation thereof, $25,000. 


Mr. J. said: It has been objected to certain pro- 
posed amendments to this bill, that they ought 
not to be ingrafted upon it, for the reason that no 
estimates have been forwarded to us by the proper 
Department. I believe that has been urged against 
the proposed appropriation to the James river, in 
the State of Virginia; and similar objections have 
been urged to other streams named—for instance, 
the Tennessee and Yazoo rivers. 1 propose, in 
this case, to obviate that objection so far as the 


| two rivers embraced in my amendment are con- 
| cerned, by asking an appropriation from this 


body to make a survey for the purpose of ascertain- 
ing what improvements can be made in the navi- 
gation of those streams. The Flint river is almost 
entirely within the State of Georgia, but still it is 
navigable and connected with foreign commerce. 


| It penetrates a rich and fertile country, producing 
| a large amount of cotton. 


The Chattahoochee river forms for several hun- 
dred miles the boundary between the States of 
Georgia and Alabama, and is navigable at certain 
portions of the year, and at other times is not. 
‘That is the case with each of thosestreams. After 


| forming a junction with the Flint river, it consti- 


tutes the Appalachicola river. From those two 
rivers, and from the Appalachicola, there is ex- 
ported annually to foreign countries, cotton to the 
value of about $10,000,000. This amount of prod- 
uce is exported upon the bosom of the waters of 
those two rivers. They are objects of national 
concern. They are connected with our national 


| trade and national interest, as much so as the 


North river, or the lllinois, or the Mississippi, or 
Ohio rivers. There are obstructions in the rivers 
which an appropriation of money can remove. 
But it is objected, that Virginia is not to receive 
anything, that Georgia 1s not to receive anything, 
and that Alabama is not to receiveanything. Why? 
Not because their proposed improvements are not 
of a national character, but because their Repre- 
sentatives upon this floor entertain doubts as to 
the constitutional power of this body to make 
such improvements, and because they believe in 
the impolicy of exercising it, if the power existed. 
1 understand that the ground upon which this 
bill is based, and the ground upon which it is to 
receive public favor, in the minds of gentlemen 
upon this floor is, that the objects are national in 


|| their benefits. Here, then, sir, is a national ob- 


ject. Make, then, an appropriation for it. 
I am free to say, as an individual, and I believe 
I represent the views and feelings of the people of 


| my State, that I do not believe Congress has the 


constitutional pew to make these appropriations; 
and if it has the power that it isimpolitic to exer- 
cise it; but for that reason are my constituents and 


_my people to be deprived of the benefits of these 
|| appropriations? 
The CHAIRMAN. But it is in order, after a || r 


| || vote has been taken upon one side only, to pro- || 
oth the Whig and Democratic parties, in their | 


Baltimore platforms, agree that Congress has the | 


ask gentlemen, when they look to the political 
sentiments and political views of individuals, that 


| they will not confine their vision to the South, and 
/to our constitutional notions. Let them look, 


also, a little to the constitutional notions of the 
people upon Lake Erie, at Sandusky, and at 


cago and Ashtabula. If men’s notions are to 
control appropriations, let those men who have 
constitutional noticns such as those referred to, 
not have the benefits of this Government aid. 

I am free, sir, to state, that if theseamendments 
are ingrafted upon this bill, I will not even then 
vote for it. But if there is to be a distribution of 
the spoils, contrary to the policy of the Govern- 


] ment, I ask for the people of my section of the 
| country that they shall share in that distribution, 
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and that our notions of the power of the Govern- | 
ment, and the policy of its exercise, shall not 
govern the action of this body, and that national 
views and national benefits shall control its action. 

Mr. FULLER, of Maine. I rise to makea 
single remark upon a single point. As amember 
of the Committee on Commerce, sir, I say itis very 
painful to my feelings to hear gentiemencharge upon 
that committee that they were influenced in select- 
ing any of the places which they have recommend- 
ed for appropriations from any political considera- 
tion whatever. So far as concerns myself and 
my associates upon that committee, | do not be- 
lieve that that idea ever entered their minds in the 
remotest sense. The disposition of that commit- 
tee was to do justice to all sections of the country; 
and as the gentleman from Georgia (Mr. Joun- 
son] refers to the sentiments and notions enter- 
tained in particular sections of the country upon 
political and constitutional questions, I refer him 
to the mouth of the Savannah; I refer him to the 
harbor of Charleston; [ refer him to Mobile, and 
to the mouth of the Mississippi, all of which have 
been provided for. And why will gentlemen per- 
sist in charging that this committee was influenced 
by sinister considerations in reference to one part 
of the Union over another? If I believe, sir, I 
am incapable of any action whatever, it is an ac- 
tion of that kind, arising from such motives, 

I hope that gentlemen who have objections to 
this bill, will put them upon grounds that will not 
impugn the motives of the committee. 

The question was then taken on the amendment 
offered by Mr. Jounson, of Georgia, and it was 
not agreed to. 

Mr. WARD. I propose to amend the amend- 
ment by inserting ‘‘ for the improvement of the 
navigation of the Cumberland river, $45,000.”’ 

Being a friend, practically and theoretically, to 
internal improvements, I wish to suggest to those 
who framed this bill that if any interests have been 
neglected that ought to have been embraced in this 
bill, good policy would require that they should 
listen to the complaints of those whose interests 
have been neglected. 

As I have before remarked, Mr. Chairman, I 
am friendly to the exercise of the power of voting 
appropriations for internal improvement, and be- 
lieve it to be the duty of the General Government 
to exercise the power to clear out all navigable 
streams of a national character. And when my 
particular portion of the community, who are di- 
rectly interested, appeal to those who have this 

ower under their guardianship, and that appeal 
is disregarded, | cannot say how far that may in- 
fluence my final action in reference to this partic- 
ular bill. If the object for which I now appeal be 
not in its character national, if it deserves not the | 
consideration of this House, I desire not its action. 
But that this is a national stream, I appeal to the 
action of this House in 1832,-'4,-°5,-’6,-’"7 and 
°8, during the administrations of General Jackson 
and Mr. Van Buren. That it is one of magnitude, 
so far as commerce upon it is concerned, I appeal 
to the fact that there is a trade upon it, amounting 
to between five and ten millions of dollars annu- 
ually. Since 1838, nothing has been done for us. 
We now appeal to this House, who seem disposed 
to recommence this system of internal improve- 
ment. We ask you to makean appropriation for 
a stream which eminently demands it. We ask 

ou in behalf of those who are in favor of carry- 
ing the beneficent action of the General Govern- 
ment into operation, so far as the interests of the 
community demand it. Are we to be unheard, and 
is our appeal to be disregarded? We area part and 
parcel of that great valley of the Mississippi, 
which has already been too long neglected by the 
General Government. Although we may not be 
as numerous as those who live upon the lake 
shores, our interests are as dear to us as theirs. 
We desire—we demand—not as a favor, but as a 
matter of right, that something shall be done for 
this stream, which is clearly and undeniably 
a national one. It flows through the two States 
of Tennessee and Kentucky, a portion of the 
community which has ever responded to any and 
every call made upon its gallantry. We have done 
our duty to this Government, and we now ask in 
return that it will do its duty towards us. In 
1838 she did it. Whether or not there has been | 


any particular application made to the committee 
for an appropriation to this river | do not know; 
but there are many things the committee have not | 


done that justice to the community would require. 
Ido not impugn their motives. | believe that they 
did the best they could, under the circumstances, 


| and what they thought was right; but there are 


interests which have been negiected in this bill. 
Many members of the House are opposed to the 
principle of internal improvements. ‘There are 
others in favor of the exercise of the power by 
the General Government, like myself, who fhay 
vole for this bill if properly amended, when it 1s 
important for us to vote upon its final passage; 
but it is but bad policy for the friends of the bill 
to oppose honest efforts made to perfect the bill by 
necessary amendments. 1 hope and trust, as this 
is not more than the interests of the stream de- 
mand, as it is a national stream, that the committee 
will vote in the amendment | have submitted, and 
unite the friends of the system to carry the bill 
through, as nearly perfect as it is possible for such 
frail mortals as we are to make it. 

Mr. McMULLIN. 1 shall oppose the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
W arp] for the same reason that | the other day 
opposed the amendment of the gentieman from 
Mississippi, [Mr. Brown.] I cail the attention 
of the committee to the inquiry | shall propound. 


| | desire to know of the Chair whether or not it be 


competent for me to move that the committee rise, 
with a view of moving in the House the recon- 


; sideration of the vote by which general discussion 


upon the merits of that bill was suspended ? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is not in order. A 
motion to rise and report the bill to the House 
cannot be entertained so jong as amendments are 
pending. 

Mr. McMULLIN. 
upon this bill. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. It cannot be done. 

The CHAIRMAN. A motion to reconsider 
the vote by which the resolution terminating de- 
bate was adopted, was laid upon the table. 

Mr. DISNEY. I suggest that the object sought 
to be obtained by the gentleman from Virgima, 
| does not, of necessity, involve a motion of recon- 

sideration. It is a provision of parliamentary 
| law that the adoption of a new order rescinds an 

existing one. It therefore does not require a re- 
scinding, pro forma. 

| TheCHAIRMAN. The Chair does not in- 
tend to decide that question. The Chair only 
says that a motion for the committee to rise and 
report the bill cannot be entertained so long as 
amendments are pending in committee. 

Mr. McMULLIN. Is it competent for me to 
move that the committee rise? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is competent for the 
gentleman to move that the committee rise, but 
should it rise, the bill is left in the committee. 
Does the gentleman submit the motion? 

[Cries of **Oh no!’”’ * Let us go on with the 
| bill !’?} 

Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York. I rise to a 
question of order. No member of the committee 
is entitled to the floor except for the purpose of 
debating an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is opposed 
to the amendment, and so long as he says nothing 
| he is entitled to the floor. (Laughter. ] 

Mr. McMULLIN. I do not think that the 
gentleman should have raised the question of order 
| upon me. He will recollect Corporal Trim, whose 
silence was more eloquent than his speech, and I 
have no doubt my silence would suit the gentle- 
man’s views better than my speech. [(Laughter.]} 

I concur fully and entirely in the views taken 
by the gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. Jounson,] 
but dissent from the gentleman from Kentucky as 
to the power of the General Government. I as- 
sert, that I never have seen presented to the Amer- 
| ican Congress for its adoption a more sectional 
and partial bill of appropriations for internal im- 
provements than the present one. I do not mean 
to impugn the motives of members of the com- 
mittee; but it is sufficient for me to know—and I 
desire that the country shall know—that this bill 
is partial and sectional in its provisions. Will 
any gentleman of the committee deny that fact? 
If they do, I will only ask a reference to the bill 
itself to justify my assertion. There is no appro- 
| priation proposed for Virginia, although there are 

several streams national in their character flowing 
| through her territory. Is not the noble James 
| river a national stream? It is, all will admit; and 
yet there is no provision for its improvement. I 


I desire debate reopened 
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will not charge that the Committee on Commerce 
have omitted appropriations for the ** Old Domin- 
ion’’ because her delegation were rather too tght- 
laced to vote for a system of internal improve- 
ments. There are other national streams in Vir- 
vinta besides the James river. There is the 
important stream of Holston, which runs through 
my district. [tis a tributary of the Mississippi, 
and ought to be provided for; and before this bill 
is disposed of, it is my intention to submit an 
pes ne for that purpose. 

The question was then put upon Mr. Warn’s 
amendment; and, upon a division, there were— 
ayes 35—— 

"Mr. WARD. I demand tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Haxrats, of 
Alabama, and Moony were appointed. 

The question was again put, and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 54, noes 59 

The CHAIRMAN, There is no quorum, and 
the Clerk will call the roll 

[Cries of ** Recount!”’ 

‘The CHAIRMAN, 

a recount will be had. 

There was no objection, and the question was 
again put, and the amendment was lost-—the tell- 
ers having reported—ayes 53, noes 73. 

So the amendment to the amendiment was re- 
jected. 

Mr. TAYLOR. 


amendment: 


= Recount !"’} 
If there be no objection, 


I desire to offer the following 


For the improvement of the navigation of the Ohio river 
above the falls at Louisville, $160,000, 

The committee will recollect, that a few days 
ago, with a view to the prompt and speedy action 
of this House upon this bill, | resigned the privi- 
lege | had of speaking one hour. | should be 
very glad now to speak one hour, to show how 
deeply interested in the bill is the section of cuun- 
try from which I come, but | am so anxious now 
to have a vote upon this bill, and have it adopted 
or rejected, that I would sit down now, and not 
consume the five minutes’ time to which | am en- 
titled, if I thought by such course that I should 
induce speedy action. I desire speedy action 
upon the bill, in order to accommodate the coér- 
dinate branch of Congress, and give them some- 
thing to do within a few days. We have been 
subjected to unmerited reproaches for not sending 
the Senate something to do. They overlooked the 
great fact that we sent them a bill of this House, 
which oceupied us five or six weeks, distributing 
equitably sixty millions of acres of public lands, 
carrying out that great Whig policy which was 
devised some years ago, of distributing the pro- 
ceeds of the public lands by voting to divide the 
lands equitably, instead of the proceeds, for inter- 
nal improvements and education. We have sent 
them a bill of far more importance than any bill 
with which they have been favored this session, 
and it still lies on their table. Now I wish to 
speak tu the amendment I propose. 

Mr. STANTON, of Ohio. I rise to a point of 
order. The gentleman does not wish to spend 
time unnecessarily. 

Mr. TAYLOR. I am obliged to my critical 
friend from the Bellefontaine district, [Mr. Sran- 

| Ton,! but he is as much out of the way now as 
usual. I advocate the adoption of this amend- 
ment for several reasons. We have had no ap- 
propriation in fourteen years for the Ohio river, 
a stream of about one thousand miles in length, 
| navigable for steamboats, and which bears upon 
its bosom a greater amount of commerce than any 
other river, in proportion to its length, in the United 
States. Last year the Committee on Commerce 
and this House did appropriate $80,000 for that 
river, but a Democratic Senate rejected it; and, in 
my opinion, a Democratic Senate will again reject 
this bill in any form in which you may send it to 
them. I think it is a good omen for this country, 
when so many of our Democratic friends in this 
committee are ready to consider as so much idle 
wind the resolution adopted by their late National 
Convention, in which they resolved ‘‘ that the 
Constitution does not confer upon the General 
Government the power to commence and earry on 
a general system of internal improvements.”” 

Now I am for a general system and reasonable 
appropriations therefor, and not for a partial sys- 
tem of internal improvements. Every Democrat 
of any great distinction in this country has advo- 
cated a general system of internal improvements, 

| from the days of Jefferson down to the present 
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time. What do I see in a speech which lies be- 
fore me? The honorable chairman of the Com- 


mittee on Commerce, [Mr. nee other | 


Democratic members, show tnat from the adminis- 
tration of Mr. Jefferson down to that of Mr. Ty- 
ler, there were appropriated hundreds of thousands, 
and millions of dollars, for objects similar to those 
contemplated in this bill; and even greater appro- 
priations were made during General Jackson’s 
administration—the very impersonation of Democ- 
racy. I quote the amounts from the chairman’s 
speech: 

‘This construction of the Constitution, so clearly dedu- 
cible from its language, bas been for a long course of years 
eo fully sustained and followed by the legislation of the 
country, under all political parties, that itis now approved 
and sanctioned by a large majority of the people. Recur 
ring to past legislation, we find that from the commence- 


ment of Mr. Jefferson’s administration to the end of Mr. | 


Tyler’s, there have been appropriated for the construction 

and repair of roads, and the improvement of rivers and 

harbors, $17,199,222. ‘hese appropriations were made as 

follows: 

Under Mr. Jefferson 2.2: .cscccccccecasscsccves 
$6 Mir. Madisohh.....cccccscccccccccceccces 
e¢ Mr. Monroe. 


$48,400 
250,800 
707 621 


6 Mer. J. Q. AGA. ...cc ces vecscccsccecs 2,310,475 
* GRE FURMIOR. bck vrctcisdcocsccons tees 10,582,882 
6. Be, Van Baremssccccacceceds ceoccccess 2,222,544 
$6 Me. Tylets o00000c veceee snes cdesecsecpes 1,076,500 


I rejoice to find that a portion of the Democratic 
party in this House are abandoning the resolution 
of their National Convention, introduced for a spe- 
cial purpose. The Whig resolution of their late 


National Convention, in this respect is liberal, and | 


1 will read it: 


“6. The Constitution vests in Congress the power to 
open and repair harbors, and remove obstructions from 
navigable rivers; and it is expedient that Congress shall 


exercise that power whenever such improvements are neces- | 


sury for the common defense or for the protection and facil- 
ities of commerce with foreign nations or among the States 

such improvements being, in every instance, national and 
general in their character.”’ 

It acknowledges the power of Congress, under 
the Constitution, to improve rivers and harbors, 
and takes the ground that we are called upon by 
every consideration of duty, to make appropria- 
tions to improve our lake harbors, and particu- 
larly our great western rivers, as well as the har- 
hors upon the Atlantic sea-coast. It has heen my 
fortune to have passed over Lake Erie, within a 
few years, some half dozen times. Four times it 
has been my misfortune to have been on the lake 
in a storm, when forthirty-six hours we were en- 
deavoring to get intoa harbor of refuge, one of 
those formerly improved by the General Govern- 
ment, and when the lives of hundreds of passen- 
gers were endangered. Then I could have wished 
that some of the anti-internal improvement men 
in Congress could have been on board to have 
witnessed the necessity for these appropriations. 
Then they would have changed their tune, and I 
think they would have declared themselves in 
favor of the power of the General Government to 
build up a system of internal improvements, and 
improve our lake harbors, and navigable rivers. 

Mr. MILLSON. Iam opposed to the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Ohio,(Mr. Taytor.] 
| rise, however, not so much for the purpose of 
agssailing it, as with the view of offering some ob- 
servations in reply to what has fallen from the 
erentieman who introduced the amendment, from 
my honorable friend from Connecticut, [Mr. Sey- 
sour,} and from other gentlemen who participated 
in the debate this morning. They rely ania deal 
upon a distinction between what they call national 
and local improvements. Some gentlemen, too, 
who agree with me in their general views upon 
this bill, have intimated a willingness to vote for 
a bill making appropriations for works of a na- 
tional character. These they suppose to be con- 
stitutional, but the others not so. lask gentlemen 
whence is this distinction between improvements 
of a nationa! and local character derived? Cer- 
tainly not from the Constitution itself. 
a national improvement? What is meant by the 
phrase? Will they say that a national improve- 
ment is a constitutional one? That is only beg- 
ring the question. It is reasoningin a circle. The 
improvement is national, because it is constitu- 
tional, and it is constitutional, because it is na- 
tional. The distinction is altogether arbitrary and 
fantastic. If, however, national means general, 
as distinguished from local, then [ agree with the 
honorable gentleman [Mr. Taytor] who has just 
taken his seat, that this system of internal im- 
provements is condemned by the resolution of the 


What is | 
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| Baltimore Convention, which he has just now 
contrasted with the resolution adopted by the re- 
cent Whig Convention. If this resolution does 
not condemn such improvements, then I do not 
know what is its meaning. No other construc- 
tion, it seems to me, can be put upon the resolu- 
tion of the Baltimore Convention than the one I 
have given it. 

Buf in truth, sir, there is no such distinction 
known to the Constitution, as that between na- 
tional and local, or general and particular improve- 
ments. If a thing be at all within the power of 
Congress, it does not cease to be constitutional 
because it is made the subject of a general sys- 
tem. And if the power over the subject is not 
given to Congress, it cannot be made constitu- 
tional by multiplying the occasions for legislating 
upon it. The resolution of the Democratic Con- 


vention declares, that the Constitution confers | 
upon Congress no power to commence and on 
f 


on a general system of internal improvements. 

any internal improvements are constitutional, then 
a general system could not be unconstitutionai. 
Will any gentleman say that Congress possesses 
no power to establish a general system of post 
roads—a general system of post offices—a general 
system of mints for coining money? No, sir. If 
the power be granted—if it be one of the subjects 
of legislation within the constitutional competency 


of Congress, then it matters not whether the 


thing done be general or particular, it is equally 
constitutional; if not, it 1s equally unconstitu- 
tional. I would appeal to gentlemen belonging to 
the Democratic party—I know very well the sit- 
uation in which some of them are placed—I know 
the difficulties of their position, and I speak more 
in sorrow than in anger when I express the opin- 


ion, that their votes, if given for this bill, will not | 


be in accordance with the ancient usages and doc- 
trines of the Democratic party. What was the 
vote, even in the last House of Representatives, 
upon this subject? I have it here. Upon the bill 
which then passed this House there were—yeas 
103, nays 87. Of the yeas there were 85 Whigs, 
and only 18 Democrats. Of the nays there were 
17 Whigs, and 80 Democrats. This was the di- 
vision of parties in the last Congress upon the bill 
which then passed this body. 
Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York. 
very bad bill. 
Mr.MILLSON. The gentleman says that was 
a very bad bill. I think, with him, that it wasa 
very bad bill; but, with all proper deference, I 
think this, too, is a bad bill, because I conceive it 
assumes powers which have never been granted to 
Congress, and which, as Mr. Polk very truly said, 
in his excellent veto message, were never exercised 
for more than thirty years after the Government 
went into operation. There is an ancient super- 
stition among some savage tribes, that they suc- 
ceed to the moral and mental attributes of those 
whom they slay in battle; and perhaps the Demo- 





That wasa 


cratic party, after their many victories over the | 
Whigs, have a right to appropriate to themselves 


the principles and doctrines of their opponents, as 
spoils of war. Let them say, if they please, tha: 


they claim these principles as their own, by right 


of conquest. But I protest, as I have before done, 


against the idea that they are sanctioned by the | 


republican fathers of the Constitution. 


The question was then taken upon Mr. Tay- 
Lor’s amendment to the amendment, and it was | 


not agreed to. 
Mr. EASTMAN. 
ing the following: 
For completing the improvement of Grant river slough, 
at the town of Potosi, in the State of Wisconsin, which 


was commenced under an act of Congress, approved June 


15th, 1844, and which is yet unfinished, 315,000. 


In 1844, there was a grant of land made for the 
purpose of improving the landing, or harbor, at 
The land was 

sold, and the proceeds of it were applied to the 
| object contemplated, but the sum realized from the 
=. was not, however, sufficient to make the im- 


the town of Potosi, in Wisconsin. 


provement desired. The work which has been 
commenced will go into decay unless there is an 
additional appropriation made for this improve- 
ment. I offer this amendment in good faith, so 


that what has been already done by Congress 


may not be rendered useless, for want of another 
appropriation to complete the work. 


: {r. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. 





| si ; 
|| pose of saying that we have made no progress; 


I move to amend, by add- | 


I am opposed | 
|} to the amendment, but I rise simply for the pur- 








and it seems to me that those of us who are in 
favor of the bill should make no speeches about 
this matter at all, for this course would certainly 
| bring us at some period to a vote upon the ques- 
tion. We have only got so far to the first section, 
and it seems to me that weare in acondition that 
we will never get through. There is a cood deal 
| of business to be done, and there is no telling when 
we can adjourn, unless we can get through with 
| the business before us. I do hope that we will 
‘|| go on, and that the friends of the bill will have 
nothing more to say about it. 
| The question was then taken on Mr. Eastman’s 
amendment to the amendment, and it was not 
agreed to. 
Mr. DISNEY offered the following amend- 
ment: 
For the purchase of the Louisville and Portland canal, 
and towards the construction of a canal on the Indiana side 
|| of the river, $500,000. 
Mr. D. said: I had desired to express myself 
somewhat at length in regard to this bill, had it 
| been the pleasure of the House to have allowed 
| me that privilege. I shall not be guilty of the 
| folly of attempting to make a speech in the five 
minutes now allotted to me by the rules, but 
my action in regard to this bill will be determined 
by the result of the vote of the committee on this 
amendment. If this amendment be adopted, | 
shall vote for the bill with cordiality. If it be re- 
jected, I shall use my best endeavors to crush and 
defeat the bill. My reasons for it arefew. That 
‘|, amendment will test the sincerity of gentlemen 
| who claim to be the exclusive friends of these in- 
| ternal improvements, because the improvement 
there asked for is more important in its character 
than any five provided for in this bill. There is 
| more commerce passes that point than there is at 
any five of the ports provided for in your bill. 
The obstructions there are greater than at any 
other point provided for in your bill; and so far 
as the constitutional questions go it is freer from 
objection than any other work provided for here, 
for the Ohio river, from its rise down to its de- 
bouchment, lies entirely without the limits of any 
State. 

[ have not time in five minutes to state the facts 
connected with this matter; but I will state, in gen- 
eral terms, that more than $500,000,000 of com- 
merce annually floats upon these great western 
rivers. And I put it distinctly to gentlemen who 
claim to be the exclusive friends of this bill, and 
ask, How will you defend yourselves before the 
people of the West, if you vote down this appro- 
priation, and yet vote such appropriations as are 
srovided for in this bill? The tax already paid 
vy the people of the West on these obstructions 
has amounted to millions; and the pecuniary tax 
is but small compared to the incumbrances inflicted 
on commerce by the existing obstruction at this 
point. More than $100,000,000 of commerce an- 
nually passes over these falls. More than two 
thousand steamboats pass through the existing 
canal, independent of the large number which pass 
over the falls at high water, and when the naviga- 
tion will permit it. 

I repeat again, that the amendment which I now 
offer will test the sincerity of gentlemen, and en- 
able the people of the West to determine how far 
they are sincere in advocating the improvement of 
the rivers of the West. The committee have so 
far voted down one after another each and every 
appropriation to improve the western rivers. The 
Committee on Commerce have allowed in their 
bill $260,000 for all the western rivers, the com- 
merce of which amounts to $500,000,000 annually, 
and in the trade of which more than thirty thou- 
sand men are engaged, while yo appropriate 
$400,000 for the commerce floating on the lakes 
of $50,000,000 or $60,000,000 annually, and 
$500,000 to the Atlantic coast, when your whole 
foreign commerce does not equal the commerce 
upon our streams. Howcan you stand up before 
the people of the West and say that you are 
friends to river improvements, when you will 
vote millions here for the improvement of petty, 
contemptible harbors into which no commerce 
goes, and refuse appropriations for points on the 
rivers of the West where hundreds of millions of 
dollars are annually involved, and where the ob- 
structions are so great that if they existed upon 
any part of the Atlantic coast there would be a 
general rebellion amongst the people? 


a 


orp Er 


nee 


I repeat what I said in the outset, that the ac- 
tion of the committee on the amendment which I 
have offered will test the sincerity of their profes- 
sions in regard to river improvements. If you 
vote down this amendment, the people of the 
West will have no faith in your professions, or 
your anxiety in regard to the interests of the com- 
merce of the West. 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. I am op- 
posed, seriously and in earnest, to the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Ohio. So much of 
it as relates to an appropriation for the purchase 
of the outstanding stock in the Louisville and 
Portland canal, 1 discussed the other day, but so 
much as proposes a canal upon the Indiana side 
of the Ohio river, I think I could demonstrate to 
be uncalled for, inexpedient, and improper. I 
venture my reputation upon the fact, that it is de- 
monstrable that no canal can be constructed on 
that side of the river, that will answer the purposes 
of commerce, for less than $1,000,000—ranging, 
according to the different plans, from $1,000,000 
to $7,000,000—and that the canal on the Kentucky 
side of the river can be enlarged to dimensions 
that will suit the wants of commerce, now and 
hereafter, for a sum ranging from $600,000 to 
$700,000. I have stood, for months, ready to 
offer to the American Government a contract, with 
indisputable security, for the sum of $700,000 to 
enlarge and extend that canal, and to have it fin- 
ished in two years—with an interruption of navi- 
gation that shall be limited to three months—so 
that a steamboat ninety feet broad, and four hun- 
dred feet long shall be able to pass through it. 
But I do not even ask the House of Representa- 
tives to pass upon any proposition of that sort 
until I have an opportunity to exhibit maps which 
I have in my possession, which will show the 
form of the Ohio at that point, and which will 
show that there is no proposition that has ever 
been submitted to make a canal on the Indiana 
side of the river that will bear the test of an ex- | 
amination of five minutes. That is enough to 
say against the proposition of the gentleman from 
Cincinnati. 

I will consume the balance of my time in 
making the suggestion, that we have not yet got 
beyond the appropriation for the Delaware break- 
water, and that if we are to discuss, under the five 
minutes rule, all the conceivable amendments that 
may be offered to this bill, on the first clause 
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No man can doubt that the great Mississippi val- 
ley is, after all, the tax-paying portion of the coun- 
try. Wehave, for years, had burdens laid upon 
us for the purpose of improving the harbors and 
streams on the sea-board and lake-coasts, while 
our commerce has been entirely neglected. We 
have actually been paying tribute into the public 
Treasury for the purpose of getting our products 
to their markets. It has beena two-edged sword 
tous. On the one hand, we have been compelled 
to furnish means for your improvements, and on 
the other hand, we have been compelled to pay a 
tax into the general Treasury for the few pitiful 
improvements we have had. 

So far as the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
Marsnatt] is concerned, I should be very glad 
that he should have an opportunity to make good 
the vaunting boast which he has uttered here this 
morning, and compare the advantages of a canal 
on the Kentucky side with those of one on the In- 
diana side. I undertake to say that I shall be 
able, if that controversy shall ever come up, to 
demonstrate to this House, and to the country, 
that you cannot build a canal upon the Kentucky 
side of the river sufficiently large for the com- 
merce of the Ohio, or that you can possibly get a 
boat of any dimensions into the mouth of it at the 
lower end. 

As to the assertion of the gentleman relative to 
the comparative cost of the two works, why, 
every survey that has been made, so far as my 
knowledge extends, shows that the improvement 
which we desire on the Indiana side of the river 
can be made for a much less sum than that on the 
Kentucky side. The gentleman himself has said 
that they will want $700,000. Now all we want 
is half a million. That is all we ask, and with 
that half a million we will undertake to remove 
this obstruction to the navigation of the Ohio river, 
which would be an immense relief to the com- 
merce of the Ohio, in which the whole country is 
interested from Pittsburg to New Orleans. 

[ had hoped that the legislation upon this sub- 
ject would have been allowed to take the legitimate 
course—that it would have been brought forward 
by the proper committee. When that question 
does come up, I shall be prepared to enter at large 
into its discussion, and I believe | shall be able to 


| satisfy the House and the country of the justice, 


thereof, we might as well at once commence a re- || 


construction of the entire bill. I have amend- 
ments lying on my desk, connected with western 
improvements, that I intend to offer when we 
come to the western improvements; and it strikes 
me as proper that gentlemen who have amend- 
ments to offer, should offer them at least to some 
clause of the bill connected with the part of the 

country to which those amendments refer. 

We have already spent upon the Delaware 
breakwater one million nine hundred and odd thou- 
sand dollars. 1 am ready to vote this much more. 
I do not know when we shall get to the conclusion 
of the appropriation for it. I see by the last re- 
port that it is proposed, when they get the break- 
water finished, to put an hospital on it. 

Mr. DISNEY called for tellers; but they were 
not ordered. 

The question was then taken on the amendment 
to the amendment, and it was disagreed to. 

Mr. DUNHAM offered the following as an 
amendment to the amendment: 

For the construction of a steamboat canal around the Falls 
of the Ohio river, at Louisville, on the Indiana side of said 
river, $500,000. | 

Mr. DUNHAM said: Mr. Chairman, when 
this bill came up for discussion, I was, unfortu- 
nately, unable to express my sentiments in refer- | 
ence to it. I concur in some of the remarks made 
here this morning by my colleague, [Mr. Rosiw- | 
son.] I do not expect, from the committee 


votes which have been given here since we com- | 
menced voting on amendments, that we shall have 

anything like justice done to the valley of the Ohio | 
and of the Mississippi. As has been very forci- 
bly exhibited by the honorable member from Cin- 
cinnati, [Mr. Diswey,} we find, in this bill, appro- 
priations for harbors, and for the improvement of 
rivers, the importance and the commerce of which 
can bear no sort of comparison with the commerce 
of the Ohio river, and the importance of the im- 


economy, and propriety of this appropriation. | 
shall especially be able to show the illiberal spirit 
of the gentleman from the Louisville district, who 


_ has boasted so much here. 


provement which my amendment contemplates. || 


Mr. WALSH. I do not concur in what the 


gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Rosinson] has said 


with regard to the respective jurisdictions of the | 


Committee on Commerce and the Committee on 
Roads and Canals. I have never understood that 
at any time the jurisdiction over this subject has 
been exercised by any committee other than the 
Committee on Commerce. I have never under- 
st.od that the House of Representatives, by any 
vote, has changed that jurisdiction. It is perfect! 
plain, that if we had no other ground upon whieh 
to resist this amendment, that furnished by the 
disagreement between the two gentlemen who 
have just spoken, in regard to the proper location 
| of the proposed canal, would be amply sufficient. 

Mr. DISNEY. I will remark that the only 
difference between the gentleman from Kentucky 
[Mr. Marsnatt] and the gentleman from Indiana 
{Mr. Dunnam] and myself is, that he wants the 
canal built upon one side of the river, and we 
want it built upon the other. 

Mr. WALSH. The proper Department will 
decide upon which side it should be located; and 
when we have its surveys and estimates before us 
we can act advisedly. 

But even, sir, if the House should systain the 
proposition, no blame can attach to the committee 
for not reporting it in this bill. The Committee 


;; on Commerce, although having properly in charge 
whence this bill emanated, and from the various | 


harbor and river improvements, have no control 
over the subject of canals. That control belongs 
to the committee of which the gentleman from In- 
diana [Mr. ae is chairman. 

I will now, Mr. Chairman, refer to a charge 
which has several times been made on this floor, 
and which has no foundation in facts. I allude, 
sir, to the imputation sought to be cast upon the 
committee of heaviens acted upon sectional grounds 
and in a proscriptive spirit. 

Now, sir, the appropriations in this bill show 
upon their very face, that the charge is unfounded. 
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I will now mention some facts which I desire shall! 
go before the country in relation to this matter 
The gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. Vewa- 
BLE} came before that committee, avowing his con 
stitutional scruples and his intention to vote against 
the bill. But notwithstanding this, he gave us 
every information in relation to the appropriations 
that were needed in his own State. The gentle- 
man from Georgia, representing the Savannah 
district, [Mr. Jackson,] also came before us, and 
though he avowed his objections to the bill, and 
declared that he would not support it, yet, never- 
theless, gave us every assistance in relation to the 
item connected with his own district. 

Mr. STANTON, of Ohio. 
order. I want to know 
the Louisville canal ? 

Mr. WALSH. This general debate has been 

allowed upon the part of others. I have some 
thing now to say to my friend upon my left, from 
Ohio, {Mr. Tayor,} who seems so anxious for 
a speedy termination of this discussion. The very 
worst way we can adopt to come toa speedy vote 
is to raise these party questions. There is noth 
ing in this bill which will impugn a single plank 
in the Baltimore platform. It is not a question 
of internal improvement, as men of other days 
have understood these terms. If gentlemen will 
refer to the days of 1818, they will find that 
there were then two resolutions intro 
duced by Mr. Calhoun and Mr. Clay, into the 
House of Represenattives; one declaring the right 
of Congress to appropriate the money to 
the construction a roads and canals, which was 
carried by a decided vote in the affirmative; the 
other declaring the right to make military roads, 
was defeated by a few votes. These questions 
then were passed upon by that republican party 
to which I belong now. [Laughter.}] They de- 
cided that internal improvements were constitu 
tional, and that is the system of internal improve- 
ments, to which the Baltimore platform manifestly 
alludes. The power to regulate commerce, by the 
improvement of harbors and rivers, was never 
questioned. The construction, demanding such 
improvements, I undertake to say, notwithstand- 
ing the earnest and able argument of the gentleman 
from Mississippi, [Mr. Freeman,] has been sus- 
tained by Jefferson, and by every republican Pres 
ident of the country, and 1s coeval with the Con 
stitution itself. And let me say to the gentleman 
from Mississippi, if I have time to refer to the 
constitutional question, that this right, under the 
naval clause, to which he refers, is even more ex- 
tended than under that authorizing the regulating 
of commerce. 

Mr. CLARK. 
now rise. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I wish to give 
notice that when we get into the House, I shail 
move to suspend the rule which authorizes this 
five minutes’ debate in Committee of the Whole, 
from and after to-morrow, at two o'clock, upon 
this bill. 

Mr. Crarx’s motion was then put, and agreed 
to. 

The committee accordingly rose, and the Speaker 
having resumed thechair, the chairman (Mr. Ops) 
reported that the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union had, according to order, had 
ugder consideration the state of the Union gener- 
aly,iaa particularly House bill No. 282, ** making 

appropriations for the improvement of certain ha: 
bors and rivers,’’ and had come to no resolution 
thereon. 

Mr. WILDRICK, from the Committee on En 
rolled Bills, reported as correctly enrolled ‘* An 
act supplementary to * An act providing for taking 
the Seventh and subsequent Censuses of the Uni 
ted States, and to fix the number of members of 
the House of Representatives, and to provide for 
their future apportionment amongst the several 
States,’ approved the 3d of May, 1850.”’ 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I ask the unani- 
mous consent of the House to introduce the fol 
lowing resolution: 

Resolved, That the five minutes rule be suspended, so 


far as relates to the bill of the House No, 282, from and after 
two o’clock, p. m., to-morrow. 


I rise to a point of 
what this has to do with 


sets ofl 


public 


I move that the committee do 


{Loud cries, ‘‘ I object!” “I object !’’] 

Mr. JONES. I move to suspend the rules. 

Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi. Upon that mo- 
| tion I demand tellers. 
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Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Hamitron, 
and Furcer of Maine were appointed. 

‘The question was then taken, and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 59, noes 62; two thirds not voting 
in the affirmative. 

So the House refused to suspend the rules. 

Mr. FOWLER. I move that the House do 
now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to, and 

The House adjourned till to-morrow, at eleven 
o'clock, a. m. 





PETITIONS, &e. 
The following petitions, memorials, &c., were presented 
under the rule, and ceferred to the appropriate committees ; 


By Mr. PORTER: The petition of George Lynch, of 
St. Charlies, Missouri, for an increase and arrears of pen 
sions. 

By Mr. MOREHEAD: The petition of Abner Apple and 
others, praying the establishing of a post road from Alle 
mance to Mouticello, in the county of Guilford, North Caro 
lina. 

By Mr. HARPER: The petition of John Stillwell and 49 
others, citizens of Muskingum county, Ohio, asking tor the 
pessage of the bill introduced by Mr. Stanly, for paying 
over the fourth installment of the surplus revenue. 

By Mr. SCUDDER: The petition of John Aiken and 
others, asking an appropriation for the erection of additional 
buoys in the harbor of New Bedford, Massachusetts. 

Ry Mr. MOORE, of Louisiana: The petition of Isaac 
Huddiestone and 61 other citizens along the route, asking 
that a post road be established trom the mouth of Red river 
to Burr's Ferry, in Louisiana, thence to Huntsville, in 
Texas. 

Also, the petition of G. W. Thompson and others, in re 
lation to the Rio Hondo land claims. 

By Mr. HUNTER: The petition of John Clark, of Bel 
mont county, Ohio, for damages to bis land and mill, oc- 
casionued by the construction of the national road. 

Ry Mr. ALLEN, of Illinois: The petition of W. L. La 
eaer, and 46 other citizens of Hamilton and White coun 
ties, Ilinois, asking Cougress to establish a mail route 
from the town of McLanesboro, in Hamilton county, to 
Liberty, in White county, Minois. 

ty Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi: The petition of the 
trustees of the Monticello Academy, in the State of Missis 
sippi, praying Congress to pay over to said trustees the 
amount of money, with interest thereon, for which the 
United States improperly sold a sixteenth section of land 
belonging to said Academy. 

Ry Mr.. MOORE, of Pennsylvania: The memorial of 
Board of Trade and citizens of Philadelphia, asking for the 
removal of obstructions from the mouth of the Mississippi. 

Also, the memorial of Democratic citizens of Montgom- 
ery county, Penusylvania, asking for an increased duty on 
iron. 

Also, the memorial of citizens of Philadelphia, asking 
for a modification of the bounty land act of 1859, 


IN SENATE. 
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Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. C. M. Burier. 


Mr. JONES, of lowa, presented the memorial 
of the City Council of Dubuque, Iowa, praying a 
further appropriation for the completion of the im- 
provements in the harbor at that city; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. RUSK presented the memorial of Dwight 
Smith, a citizen of the United States, praying in- 
demnity for losses sustained in consequence of his 
forcible expulsion from Mexico by military force 
during the late war with that Republic; which 
was referred to the select committee appointed on 
the subject of claims against Mexico. 

JUDICIAL DISTRICTS IN ARKANSAS. 


Mr. SEBASTIAN asked and obtained leave to 
introduce a bill entitled an act to amend * An act 
to divide the district of Arkansas into two judicial 
districts, and for other purposes;”’ which was read 
a first and second time. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. The main object of that 
bill is to extend the criminal jurisdiction of the 
district court over the western portion of the State, 
occupied chiefly by Indians. I therefore ask that 
the bill may be referred to the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I think the reason assigned by || 
the Senator from Arkansas is hardly sufficient to 
secure that reference for this bill. It appears to 
me that it ought first to go to the Committee on | 
the Judiciary, in order that that committee might || 
ascertain the reasons why we should divide the | 
State. i] 
Mr. SEBASTIAN. There is but one section 
of the bill ensbracing matter which is relevant to 
the consideration of the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, and that is the provision which requires the 
circuit court of the United States to be held semi- 
annually, instead of annually. All the remainder 
of the bill has relation to the extension of the | 
criminal jurisdiction of the court over the Indian || 


| reading. 


| sent to the Senate. 


country. That is the main, I may say the prime | 


object of the bill; and it seems to me, considering 
it in that point of view, that the subject is one of 
which the Committee on Indian Affairs have ap- 
propriate jurisdiction, 

The bill was referred to the Committee on In- 


dian Affairs. 


OPERATIONS OF THE NAVY. 


Mr. GWIN submitted the following resolution | 


| for consideration: 


Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
quested to inform the Senate in what manner the vessels 
of the Navy are now employed, «pecifying the objects and 
operations of each squadron, and of single vessels on special 
service; and also to communicate to the Senate a statement 
of the force of the Navy availabie for immediate service. 


Mr. GWIN. 


considered now. 


I hope that resolution will be 
It is not necessary to do more 


| than to allude toa certain event, to show that it is 


important to get that information immediately. 
Mr. MILLER. I think that resolution had 
better lie over one day, according to the rule. 
The PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from 
New Jersey object to its consideration at this 
time? 
Mr. MILLER. I do. 
The resolution was accordingly laid over, under 
the rule. 
CIRCUIT COURTS OF THE UNITED STATES. 


Mr. GWIN submitted the following resolution, 
which was agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be in- | 


structed to inquire into the expediency of so reorganizing 
the circuit courts of the United States as to include the 
States of California, Texas, Florida, lowa, and Wisconsin 
within said circuits. 


BRIG ‘‘GENERAL ARMSTRONG.” 
Mr. JONES, of lowa, submitted the following 
resolution for consideration: 
Resolved, That the Presidentof the United States be re- 
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quested to communicate to the Senate (if not incompatible || 


with the public interest) copies of all the correspondence 
which has taken place, and documents that may have been 
collected, since the message of the President of the 15th of 
December, 1845, (printed with Senate documents, Ist 


| session Twenty ninth Congress, in volume 3, No. 14,) in 
| relation to the claim of the owners of the brig General Arm 


strong against the Government of Portugal, including all 


| letters and papers in the possession of the Government ma- 


terial to a full understanding of the subject, and not hereto- | 


fore communicated to the Senate. 


REPORT FROM A STANDING COMMITTEE. 


Mr. WADE, from the Committee on Claims, | 


| to which was referred the petition of Silas Loomis, 


submitted a report, accompanied by a bill for the 
relief of thelegal representatives of Daniel Loomis, 
deceased; which was read and passed to the second 
The report was ordered to be printed. 


MEXICAN BOUNDARY COMMISSION. 


Mr. WELLER, from the select committee ap- | 


pointed to inquire into the subject of printing a 


report of the Secretary of the Interior, made in | 
compliance with a resolution of the Senate calling | 


for information in relation to the commission ap- 


lowing resolution: 


Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- | 


quested, if not incompatible with the public interests, to 


Secretary of State, dated January, 1852; second, copy ofa 
letter from the Mexican Minister to the Secretary of State, 


| pointed to run and mark the boundary between | 
| the United States and Mexico, submitted the fol- 





July 27, 
nia have decided that, under the law organizing 
the district courts, there is no power ef appeal to 
the Supreme Court of the United States, and that 
great injustice is likely to occur to litigants in the 
courts there, on account of this want of power. [ 
hope the resolution will be now considered. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


FUGITIVE SLAVE LAW. 
Mr. SUMNER. I have a resolution which I 


desire to offer; and, in announcing it, I give notice 
that I intend to call it up as early as possible— 
perhaps to-morrow during the morning hour. [| 
will then throw myself on the indulgence of the 
Senate. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be re- 
quested to consider the expediency of reporting a bill for the 
immediate repeal of the act of Cougress, approved Septem- 
ber 18, 1850, usually known as the * fugitive slave act.*? 

Mr. MASON. I hope the Senate will indulge 
me for one moment. There are few acts | would 
not sooner commit than deny the right of speak- 
ing on any subject to a Senator who throws him- 
self on the nial of this body; but, if the 
gentleman who has offered this resolution asks to- 
morrow, or at any other time during this session, 
the indulgence of the Senate to be heard on it, I, 
for one, shall refuse. We have fixed a day for 
the adjournment; it is at hand, and it is probable 
that the House of Representatives will agree to 
adjourn on that day; and here, after eight months 
of the session have elapsed, within thirty days of 
the adjournment, the Senator from Massachusetts, 
representing a State, in part, asks to be heard on 
a question which involves the continuance of this 
Union! and that at a time when there can be no 
reply! I shall refuse the Senator’s request. 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair will remind 
the Senator from Virginia that there can be no dis- 
cussion at this time. 


BILL AND JOINT RESOLUTION PASSED. 

The following engrossed bill and joint resolution 
were severally read a third time and passed: 

An act to protect actual settlers upon the land 
on the line of the Central Railroad and branches, 
by granting preémption rights thereto; and a 

Joint resolution for the relief of George R. C. 
Floyd, late secretary of Wisconsin Territory, and 
sureties. 

Mr. TOUCEY, agreeably to previous notice, 
asked and obtained leave to introduce a joint res- 
olution to confer additional duties and powers on 
the Solicitor of the Treasury: which was read a 
first and second time by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 


ALTON, A PORT OF DELIVERY. 

Mr. HAMLIN. At the request of those who 
are interested materially in the subject, I ask the 
Senate to take up for consideration ** A bill to con- 
stitute Alton, in the State of Illinois, a port of de- 
livery.’” The honorable Senator from Alabama 
{Mr. Cremens] interposed an objection to this 
bill when it was offered before; but I understand 
he now withdraws that objection. There are pe- 
culiar reasons why it heal be taken up and con- 
sidered now. I apprehend that it will not occupy 


|| many minutes. 


| transmit tothe Senate copies of - First, aletterfrom Mr. M. | 
| Gonzales de la Vega, Chargé d’Affaires of Mexico, to the 


dated 11th March, 1851, both upon the subject of the Amer- | 


| ican and Mexican houndary commission. 


Mr. WELLER. I hope that resolution will 
receive the consideration of the Senate now. The 


are on file in the State Department. They are 


| referred to in the communication which has been 


made to the Senate by the Secretary of the In- 
terior, but the letters themselves have not been 


The resolution was adopted. 
APPEALS TO THE SUPREME COURT. 
Mr. GWIN. I have another resolution which 


| I wish to offer: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be in- 


| structed to inquire into the expediency of providing by law 
| for appeals to the Supreme Court of the United States from 
| the district courts of California, in all cases involving the 


amount of $2,000. 


letters referred to are very material in regard to | 
| this boundary commission, and I presume they 


I have been instructed to offer | 
| that resolution by the committee, and I hope it | 
will be agreed to. 


The motion to take up the bill was agreed to. 
The bill was read a second time, and the Senate 
proceeded to its consideration as in Committee of 
the Whole. It provides that Alton, in the State 
of Illinois, shall be constituted a port of delivery, 
and shall be subject to the same regulations and 
restrictions as other ports of delivery in the United 
States; and that there shall be appointed asurveyor 


| of customs to reside at that port, who shall, in 
addition to his own duties, perform the duties and 
| receive the salary and emoluments of surveyor, 
| preseribed by the act of Congress, approved on 


the 2d of March, 1831, providing for the payment 
of duties on imported goods, at certain ports therein 


_ mentioned, entitled ** An act allowing the duties 


‘on foreign merchandise imported into Pittsburg, 
‘Wheeling, Cincinnati, Louisville, St. Louis, 
‘ Nashville, and Natchez, to be secured and paid 
‘at those places.” It also provides that this port 
of delivery shall be annexed to and made a part 
of the collection district of New Orleans, and that 
all the facilities and privileges afforded by the act 
of Congress of the 2d of March, 1831, be extended 
to it. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, and ordered 


I understand that the district judges in Califor- \| to be engrossed for a third reading. 
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EXPLORATION OF BEHRING’S STRAITS. 


Mr.GWIN. I wish to make an inquiry of 
one of the members of the Committee on Com- 
merce. The Senator from New York [Mr. Sew- 
ARD]} some time ago reported from that committee 
a bill to authorize an exploration and reconnois- 
sance of the courses of navigation used by whaling 
vessels in the regions of Behring’s Straits, and 
also of such parts of the China seas, Straits of 
Gaspar, and Java Sea as lie directly in the route 
of vessels proceeding to and from China. I wish 
to know when that Senator intends to call the bill 
up. It is of the greatest importance to my State. 

Mr. SEWARD. I am prepared to call the bill 
up at the first opportunity. I should be glad to 
take it up now; but as the Senate is occupied at 
this moment I will call it up to-morrow, if the 
Senator from California will give me his support. 

Mr. SEWARD, subsequently, by unanimous 
consent, informally submitted an amendment to 
the bill; which was ordered to be printed. 


FALLS OF ST. MARY'S, MICHIGAN, 


Mr. FELCH. I desire to ask the Senate to 
take up a bill which was in part discussed the 
other day, the action of the Senate in regard to 
which was not completed. It is Senate bill No. 
28, in reference to the construction of a ship canal 
across the State of Michigan. 

The PRESIDENT. Is that a special order? 

Mr. FELCH. I believe not. 

Mr. HUNTER. If the Senator from Michi- 
gan will agree to lay the bill aside at one o’clock, 
if it should occasion debate, I will agree to it. 

Mr. FELCH. 1 will agree to that. I move, 
therefore, that the prior orders be postponed, and 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
that bill. 

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate, as 
in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to the con- 
sideration of the ‘bill granting to the State of 
Michigan the right of way and a donation of pub- 
lic lands, for the construction of a shin-canal 
around the Falls of St. Mary’s, in said State,’’ 
the question being on the adoption of an amend- 
ment reported by the committee, to strike out of 
the twentieth line of the first section the words, 
**two hundred,’’ and insert **two hundred and 
fifty;’’ and in the next line to strike out the word 
‘* fifty,’’ and insert ‘* sixty,’ so as to make that 
clause of the section read: 

** And provided further, That said canal shall be at least 
one hundred feet wide, with a depth of water twelve feet, 
and the locks shall be at least two hundred and fifty feet 
long and sixty feet wide.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT. These are all the amend- 
ments reported by the committee. 

Mr. HUNTER. Iwas not inthe Senate when 
that bill was taken up, but I understand it isa bill 
appropriating money for an internal improvement 
solely within the limits of one State. I wish to 
know what is the character of the bill, because, if 
that is the case, | must say that it appears to me 
that we are going much further than we have 
heretofore done in relation to this system. 

Mr. TOUCEY. [regard this work as being 
calculated exclusively for the public benefit, so far 
as we are called on to act in regard to it. It pro- 
poses to open a canal on the lands of the United 
States, by means of which Lake Superior will be 
connected with the lakes below. Without this 
canal it will be indispensably necessary to main- 
tain a naval force on Lake Superior, as well as on 
the lakes below; but if this canal be constructed, 


one single naval squadron will suffice for the ser- | 


vice on all the lakes. 
proposition is now made to construct a canal on 
the lands of the United States, and thus render a 
double marine force unnecessary on the lakes. In 
order to remove any objection which may yet exist 
in the minds of Senators, I will offer an amend- 
ment to the amendment which has been proposed 
by the Senator from Mishigan, [Mr. Fetcn.] 
ThePRESIDENT. There was an amendment 


offered by the Senator from Michigan, [Mr. | 


To effect that object, the | 


Fetcu,] which has been printed. The question | 


will next be on that amendment. 


The amendment was to strike out all after the 


enacting clause, and insert the following: 
That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, au- 


thorized and directed to contract with the lowest bidder, | 


or bidders, after public notice given in the usual manner for 
letting contracts, for the construction of aship canal around 
the Falls of St. Mary’s, in the State of Michigan, which 
canal shall not be less than one hundred feet wide and 


twelve feet deep, with single locks, not less than three hun 


dred and fifty feet long and seventy-five feet wide, with 
such piers and other appurtenances as shall, in the opinion 
of said Secretary, be required for the safe and proper use 
of said canal: Provided, That said Secretary may enter 
into sepurate contracts for such different portions of the 
work in constructing said canal as he shall deem conducive 
to the public interest, and the aggregate amount of all said 
contracts shall not exceed four hundred thousand dollars, 
which shall be paid to the contractor or contractors as the 
work progresses, reserving always a sum equal to twenty 
per centum on the amount of work performed, until the 
whole be completed: nd provided further, That the con 
tractor or contractors shall perform the work under such 
instructions and superintendence as the said Secretary 
shall deem necessary and proper to secure the faithful ex 
ecution of the contracts, aud shall give such ample security 
for the performance thereof as he shall direct and approve : 
And provided further, That such contractor or contractors 
shall have the right of taking from any of the lands of the 
United States stone and other materials for the construction 
of said canal and its appurtenances. 


Mr. TOUCEY. I propose to amend that amend- 
ment by adding to it the following, as an addi- 
tional section: 

Sec. 2. 4nd he it further enacted, That the said canal, 
with its appurtenances, when the same is completed, shall 
be delivered over to the State of Michigan, to be kept in 
operation and repair, and subject to use by all citizens of 
the United States, and such foreigners as may be permitted 
to use the same by authority of Congress, upon the pay 
ment of such tolls and charges only as shall, in the aggre 
gate, be sufficient to defray the necessary expenses of the 
operation and repairs of said canal: Prorded, That all 
boats and vessels belonging to or in the employment of the 
United States shall at all times be allowed to pass through 
said canal free of all charges: Provided also, That there 
shall be Kept under the authority of said State an accurate 
account of expenditu:es in the repairs and the operating of 
said canal, and also of all receipts for tolls and charges, and 
a sworn statement of the same be returned to the Secretary 
of War in the month of January in each year: tnd pro 
vided further, That the work upon the said canal shal! not 
be commenced until said State, by an act of the Legisiature 
thereof, shall agree to accept the same, and shall make 
proper provision for the preservation, repair, and operation 
thereof on the terms and conditions above specified. 

Mr. BELL. I believe that this bill originally 
proposed to appropriate land for aiding in the con- 
struction of this work. The proposition made 
by the Senator from Michigan [Mr. Fetcu) is to 
make the appropriation in money to the amount 
of $400,000. That proposition involves a new 
question, and | think brings up very clearly the 
consideration of an old one, which for many years 
has been considered as having had its quietus, for 
the presentat least. As I understand this propo- 
sition, there is no difference between it and that 
which was once made, and in effect was carried 
in a different shape, for the construction of the 
Chesapeake and Delawarecanal. The same argu- 
ments were then urged in favor of that work which 
are now urged in favor of this. It might be said 
that the proposition is similar to that which has 
so frequently been discussed in this Hall, for the 
construction of a canal in the State of Indiana 
around the falls of the Ohio river, and making an 
appropriation from the Treasury for that purpose. 

here was also another similar proposition with 
which you, Mr. President, are better acquainted, 
which was to construct a canal in the State of 
Alabama around the Muscle Shoals in the Ten- 
nessee river. The construction of the Florida 
canal is another proposition of a similar char:.cter. 
No one of these propositions is different in princi- 
ple from the proposition to construct a canal 
through any one State in the Union. I shall be 
glad if honorable Senators will say where the dis- 
crimination can be made. 

I think the principle isthesame. For example, 
it is said, with reference to this measure, that it is 
important for the military defense of this country. 
So is every great work which facilitates rapidity 
of movement through the different portions of this 
Confederacy. Every work is highly useful which 
tends to aid in the transportation of the munitions 
of war, so as to be able to meet an enemy where 
we are hardest pressed. The rapid accumulation 
of forces in such a case is important, and if we 
extend this principle so as to embrace the common 


|| military defenses of the ene all works of in- 


ternal improvement of that ee cee 
canals, and railways—come under the same prin- 
ciple. ‘Those to which I have alluded are of this 


| description. This pass between Lakes Superior 


and Huron, the pass between the Delaware and 
Chesapeake Bays, and the passes on the various 


rivers of the country, are all objects which would 


be useful as military appliances in bringing forth 
the resources of the nation for the purpose of de- 
fending ourselves against a foreign enemy; yet, 
in principle they are not different from that great 
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line of communication which once was proposed 
to connect Buffalo and New Orleans. The same 
principle and the same policy would apply as to 
the military defenses of the country, strengthening 
its resources in time of war, as well as giving en- 
ergy to ouf commerce in time of peace. No one 
denies that. 

It is said that this particular pass would be 
especially useful as a means of national defense, 
by enabling us to pass our ships speedily from 
one of the great lakes to another, in case of a war 
with Great Britain. Are honorable Senators 
really sincere when they place their reliance for 
support to this measure, upon that—I will not 
call it pretext, in deference to gentlemen—but that 
argument, as presented by the Senator from Con- 
necticut? Why, if war is possible, it might be 
useful to us to have such a means of communica- 
tion. But does any gentieman really contemplate 
that in any future collision with ¢ treat Britain, we 
shall have any necessity for military defenses on 
the northwest, or between Lakes Superior and 
Huron? In what period of time, in what remote 
generation do they expect there will be sufficient 
English population and resources in that quarter 
of the British possessions, to cause us any annoy- 
ance or alarm whatever? Does not everybody 
know, that inthe eventofa war with Great Britain 
least, 
the power of this Confederacy, incrensed as it is 
by its population and resources, would soon pass 
over the boundaries which separate us from the 
colonies of Great Britain, and that the few troops 
kept there would soon be compelled to yield? Does 
any gentleman suppose really that we are to have 
war steamers on Lake Superior for the purpose 
of defending our northwestern boundary against 
Great Britain, or that the lakes lower down, Erie 
and Ontario even, will need such defense? | ven- 
ture to say that if the real judgment of Senators 
on this floor were announced, it would be that we 
have no cause to fear from any British force on 
any part of our northern frontier. Such has been 
the growth of this country since the war of 1812, 
that every gentleman will see that the reduction of 
the British power in Canada would be but a mern- 
ing’s work. There might be some hard fighting 
to maintain the contest there, but every gentleman 
must see that our growth since 1812 has been such, 
that from the moment war was proclaimed, Eng- 
land would not dream of retaining possession of 
that province. It would be surrendered, given 
up, abandoned at once. Honor might compel 
them, perhans, to hold ont for a short time: bu 
certainly with no expectation of maintaining their 
ground or resisting the resources of our twenty or 
thirty millions upon their southern borders, against 
their one million or two. I say, therefore, that | 
take it that the talk about the necessity 
canal as a means of defense, is a mere pretext. 

As to the principle involved, | have said that 
the principle is the same as would be involved in 
carrying out a general system of internal improve- 
ments. | had thought that that system was set- 
tled, practically at least, and that that portion of 
the Whig party—but I beg pardon for using party 
titles here; it was not my intention to do so; it is 
wrong. I shall go on to speak of the system of 
constructing works of internal improvement by the 
aid of appropriations from the Treasury. I thought 
that system had been abandoned by both the great 

yarties in the country. I was always opposed to it. 

think no man has been more earnest and zeal- 
ous in supporting the policy of making appropri- 
ations for the maintenance of commerce, = open- 
ing harbors on the lakes and eisewhere as being 
more national in their character, as being a de- 
scription of improvements not generally to be car- 
ried out by a combination of individual capital, 
and as not always affording individual States such 
reason to expect benefit as to induce them to en- 
gage their revenues in the construction. I have 
maintained that policy, but I have strenuously 
opposed any scheme of a general system of inter- 
nel Smumevenene. ; 

I did not care about opposing this bill, as it 
came before the Senate originally. The proposi- 


of this 


| tion then was to appropriate five hundred thou- 


sand acres of land for the construction of this 
canal. I was willing that the bill should pass in 
that shape, as it was assimilated in principle to 


| the a peren for railroads in those States in 
| whie 
| now before the Senate is very different; 1 is for 


the public lands lie; but the proposition 
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an appropriation of $400,000 from the Treasury 
of the United States for the construction of this 
work. 


measure is manifested by so many Senators; and 
I am anxious that it should be discussed, in order 
that we may come to a vote on it. I want to 
know—-(and I do not *p 

i 


Ido not want to see how it will operate on the 


two contending parties of the country )—I want to || 


ascertain whether such a system is likely to be 
taken up and apt 
throughout the United States, and by a majority 
of the members of the two Houses of Congress. 


| 
| 
i 


eak now as a party man— | 


proved by the body of the people | 


i am opposed to it on the ground that it leads to | 


profligacy and waste of the public money, and 
because there would be no end toit. No treasury 
whatever would satisfy the extravagant demands 
that would be made on it under suchasystem. I 
repeat that I would like to know on what distinct 
principle Senators could support this proposition, 
except on the ground that itis expedient to effect this 
particularimprovement. Suppose that the argument 
is that this is an isolated work; that it will open a 
very short passage between thetwo lakes, a passage 
very important to the mining resources and copper 
mines of Lake Superior—a distance of country 


which appears to possess extraordinary mineral | 


riches, scarcely yet developed. If it be important 


4 
on that area’: why is it that precedency is given | 


to such a measure as this? Senators talk of the 


embarrassment to the trade in transporting sup- | 


plies to the mines, if this passage is not made; 


and in the transportation, again, of the products | 


of the miners’ labor. In answer to this, I will 


merely say, what is the difference in principle be- | 
tween giving $400,000 for the purpose of opening | 


this pass, and the construction of a railroad for the 
purpose of connecting it directly with Lake Mich- 
igan, or with some other point? 


question is as to the power and the expediency. 
Phe power and expediency is the same in the one 
ease as in the other, and on principle you might 
as well vote for the one as for the other. 

But the point to which I wished to call attention, 


when I made this slight digression, was, that | 
there were older demands pending for nearly half | 
a century—demands that should have precedence | 
Who that has any knowledge of | 


of this work. 
the manner in which commerce is going on in the 
West, is not aware of the tax imposed on trans- 

ortation from the Upper to the Lower Ohio, and 


) 
om the Lower Ohio to New Orleans, and in- | 
deed on all the branches of the Mississippi, | 


amounting to hundreds of thousands of dollars; 
indeed a million of dollars—half a million at least, 
besides the incumbrance attending reshipment at 
Louisville. 


class of boats which can pass, and in such cases 


commerce is cut off altogether—I should suppose | 
that at least half a million of dollars would be a 


moderate estimate for the tax imposed on the gen- 


eral commerce on that river by the obstruction. | 


The Senator from Indiana [Mr. Bricut] can cor- 
rect me if I make an over-estimate. 

Mr. BRIGHT. More than that. 

Mr. BELL. 
it is more than that; and I think so too. 
look at the Muscle Shoals in the Tennessee river, 
a river which [ found, to my surprise, some few 
years ago was scarcely known, but which is now 
recognized as one of the greatest rivers of the 
country, as broad as the lower part of the Ohio 
itself, or nearly as broad, and yet so obstructed 
that it is not even known to intelligent gentlemen 
of the country, and members of the Senate and 
House of Representatives. 

The Senator from Connecticut, [Mr. Smrrn,] 
the other day had much to say about the rich 
copper mines of Michigan; but when you talk of 
the discovery of rich mines, go up that river. I 
know that this may appear to be somewhat like a 


There is no dif- | 
ference; the principle is the same; and the only | 


Taking the amount for the whole | 
year—for at some periods it is only the smallest | 


The Senator from Indiana thinks | 


Then | 


| 


shut out from being carried to market by obstruc- 
tions in Our water-courses. 


it 


* And if it be any pre- | 
I lad th f the i othe || text for giving precedence to such a work, that 
am glad that a sense of the impropriety of the || 


these copper mines have been discovered on Lake | 


Superior, | think that we have a much higher 


| claim; for copper mines are known to exist, and | 





| west. 


| river and harbor bill ? 


coal mines, and iron, and other metals, and they 
deserve to be noticed; and, if any section of the 


country is to have the aid of the Government be- | 


cause of the existence of mines, I think the State | 


of ‘Tennessee should have priority. ‘The principle 
and the objects would be the same in both cases, 
and I can see no ground on which we can give 
priority to this claim. 

But again, Mr. President, I am greatly anxious 


that we should do something for our rivers and | 
harbors in the West, and particularly in the North- | 


pushed through in preference to other bills? How 
is it that the object here is sought to be made a 
separate one and is not connected with a general 
I am no advocate for the 


How is it that this. bill is sought to be | 


| practice of connecting a great number of measures | 
together and giving strength to the whole, while | 
| In its separate parts it would have nothing but 








local allusion, but I merely state it in answer to | 
what was said, and to the glowing description | 


which was given by the Senator from Connecticut, 
the other day, of the copper mines and the copper 
ore of Lake Superior. Sir, you may have some 
knowledge of the mineral riehas of the waters of 
Tennessee, after you pass the Cumberland mouth. 
I know that rich copper mines have been discov- 
ered in that river—riches that have been shut out 
from the knowledge of the world, and much more 






| And 


weakness; but I appeal to Senators to say whether 
that has not been the principle on which such meas- 


ures have had to abide their fate, not only in the | 


House of Representatives, but also to some extent 
in the Senate? Ay, sir, even the present session a 
proposition was made to appropriate $50,000, not 
for an original improvement in the navigation of 
the Ohio river, but positively to remove a nuisance 
created in the channel of that river by a former 


appropriation, the former work of this Govern- | 


ment. And, sir, that proposition sleeps. ‘The 
Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Unperwoop] took 
that bill under his charge, and during the present 
session has made some three or four distinct efforts 


to obtain an appropriation for the removal of this | 


obstruction, or for repairing that work which the 


| Government had placed there by its prior action. 
On what | 


yet, the Senate resisted that bill. 
principle was it done? On the principle that it 
must share the common fate of appropriations for 
such purposes—on the principle that if a river and 


harbor bill should not pass, that particular bill | 


should not pass. 
whether the proposition now under consideration 


] will not undertake to say | 


can be discriminated from rivers and harbors, or 


for removing obstructions in our rivers generally; 
but I think it cannot. 
a harbor; it is not for the removal of an obstruction 
existing by nature or which may have been acci- 
dentally thrown into the channel of a great water- 
course, but for the construction of a canal between 
two great lakes; to remove an obstruction origin- 
ally placed there by nature. 
appropriation for the construction ofa canal, which 


It is directly for an | 


It is notan improvement of | 


I say cannot be discriminated on principle, froma | 
general system of interal improvements which has | 


been advocated by some in former times. 
I insist, therefore, that this work shall share the 
fate of the Cumberland dam appropriation. If it 


be a work which can be brought within the prin- | 


not be said that because these mines are so rich, 
it is necessary that this work should be taken out 


| ciple of the river and harbor bill, let it be brought | 
| in as one of the amendments to that bill. 


Let it | 


of the general principle. Perhaps these mines are | 


rich, but I have not the faith to believe that the 
copper is twenty per cent. richer than other copper 
that has been discovered, or will bear so much 


greater stress or strain than the copper of other | 


mines. Nor do I believe that the iron found there 
is thirty per cent. stronger than any other. 
have but little more faith in these reports than I 
have in spirit rappings, and I cannot say that I 
have much in either. The one is about as mar- 
velous to my mind as the other. 
mines may be rich, and I have no doubt that a 
canal will be useful in promoting trade, manufac- 
tures, ship-building, and other objects. I have no 
doubt of that. But I want this bill to come up 
where it can be discussed in connection with other 


1 


The copper | 


subjects which are analogous in principle. I want | 


to know whether it can be discriminated from the 
principle which applies to the appropriations made 
for the improvement of rivers and harbors. If it 


properly comes under the general subject of im- | 


provements of the national rivers and harbors, 


stands upon the same footing that the improve- 
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stand upon, let it go into that bill, and let all mat- 


ters which stand upon the same principle be acted 
upon together. If it cannot stand there let it fall. 

Then, upon either ground, [ see no propriety, 
no demand in the public interest or the public 
wants which requires that this bill should be hur- 
ried through before the other. 

I did not intend to make these remarks, as I did 
not suppose that this bill was coming up this 
morning under these circumstances. It certain! 
involves all those principles which I have stated, 
If no other Senator wishes to reply to what I have 
stated I will move to lay the bill upon the table. 

Mr. CASS. The honorable Senator from Rhode 
Island [Mr. Crarxe] is entitled to the floor to-day 
upon another subject; and I said to him this morn- 
ing, that if this bill were taken up, and should 
lead to debate, as far as my colleague and myself 
were concerned, we would consent to postpone it 
at the proper moment for him to go on. I desire 
now to fulfill that promise. 

Mr. CLARKE. I desire to get through with 
the few remarks which I have to make in contin- 
uation of what I said yesterday; but personally I 
am not in a great hurry. If the honorable Sena- 
tor prefers to go on now for a short time, I have 
no objection. 

Mr. CASS. It would be better to pass the bill 
over informally, and let the Senator proceed with 
his remarks. 

Mr. HUNTER. I hope it will be passed over. 
The Senator from Rhodé Island has the floor, not 
having finished the speech which he commenced 
yesterday. 

Mr. SMITH. I wish merely to suggest to the 
consideration of the Senate, that whenever we 
take this matter up, I really think it ought to be 
finished. If the honorable Senator from Rhode 
Island desires to go on with his remarks now, I 
would prefer to have the bill postponed; but when- 
ever we, do take it up, I hope the Senate will fin- 
ish it. 

Mr. BUTLER. I hope my friend from Ten- 
nessee will not intimate any purpose to move to 
lay the bill upon the table. 1 hope it will be per- 
mitted to take as wide a range of debate as any 
other subject in this body. 

Mr. BELL. Ihave not made the motion. 

Mr. CASS. I also hope that a wide range of 
debate will be permitted on the bill; and I merely 


| wish now to say, that the honorable Senator from 


Tennessee has, in my opinion, totally mistaken 
the ground of the bill. It has no connection with 
the system of internal improvements at all; and I 
think we who are in favor of the bill, can satisfac- 
torily show that to be the case. For the purpose 
of permitting the Senator from Rhode Island to 
proceed with his remarks, I move to postpone the 
further consideration of the bill until to-morrow. 
The motion was agreed to. 


JAMES C. WATSON. 
Mr. WADE. 


I move to reconsider the vote on 


| the passage of the bill for the relief of the legal 


representatives of James C. Watson, which was 
passed yesterday. I do it because I wish my col- 
league to have an opportunity to express his views 
upon the bill. I do not propose now to discuss it, 
but merely make the motion, and let it lie ou the 
table. 

The PRESIDENT. The Senator from Ohio 
moves to reconsider the vote on the passage of the 
bill, and also that that motion lie on the table. 

Mr. WADE. I will state that that bill passed 
this body under peculiar circumstances. Itisa 
bill of some considerable importance, on account 
of the amount appropriated by it. It passed this 
body without any investigation whatever, while, I 
understand, there are many documents and much 
evidence that should be traveled through carefully 
and investigated before any one can determine 
whether the claim is well grounded or not. 

Mr. RUSK. Is the proposition that the motion 
to reconsider lie on the table? 

The PRESIDENT. Itis. The Senator from 
Ohio must withdraw the latter motion which he 
made, or he cannot enter into a discussion upon 
the subject. 


Mr. WADE. Ido not propose to discuss the 


| merits of the bill, but simply wish to say that the 


| Senate are aware that it passed under peculiar cir- 
connected with the commerce of the country, and | 


cumstances, and without investigation, but that it 


did undergo considerable investigation in the other 


ments in the harbors of the lakes or in the rivers |} House, and was not there considered a claim so 





